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I. First Assignment: Notes on Computer and Information Ethics
[bookmark: _GoBack]Computer ethics also referred to as information ethics is attributed to Norbert Wiener, an American scholar who was also a mathematics and engineering professor. He coined the term “cybernetics” to refer to the changes that would emerge after the Second World War in connection to information and communication technology (ICT) advancements. These ideas are contained in three of his books namely Cybernetics (1948), The Human Use of Human Beings (1950), and God and Golem, Inc. (1963). The ideas included in these books are still important in modern day debate associated with technological occurrences. These are computers and security, globalization and networking, computers for use among the disabled, teleworking, artificial intelligence, computers and unemployment, and virtual communities, among others (Bynum, 2018).
In explaining about human nature, Wiener perceives human beings as intelligent creatures with the capacity to learn and apply creativity skills in adapting to the needs of the environment. He argues that humans’ intellect is applied in reasoning, calculations, and decision-making procedures and this, coupled with the learning capacities which other organisms lack, enable humans to flourish. Wiener illustrates this by stating that a human being can spend almost half of life in studies and this enhances knowledge which is critical to adaptability within an environment (Bynum, 2018).
Wiener states that the existence and perpetuation of everything on earth is a result of an interplay between information and elements of matter or energy. Humans’ life, however, is shaped by information as they use their intellect to identify information patterns that are critical to the day to day endeavors and experiences (Bynum, 2018). While humans have the freedom to exercise creativity and flexibility, there are distinct levels of intelligence such that people flourish and lead good lives in indefinite ways and distinct accomplishments. One may be a nurse, doctor, teacher, pilot, diplomat, or any other kind of individual yielded by one’s intelligence levels and information patterns (Bynum, 2018).  
Wiener further suggests three principles that enable humans to flourish with information. The freedom principle stipulates liberty as a way of enabling humans to discover their potential. Equality demands that A and B practice justice even when their positions are interchanged. Benevolence stipulates the need for goodwill among humans (Bynum, 2018). Wiener explains that humans can only reach their potential when they lead a communal life characterized with similar attributes of human as social creatures. Wiener, therefore, proposed a fourth principle which is referred to as Minimum infringement principle requiring the state and community to adhere fully to the principles of freedom, equality, and benevolence without stipulating any limitations of the same (Bynum, 2018).
The idea of cultural diversity is well embraced in Wiener’s argument in alignment with the three principles of equality, freedom, and benevolence as these ideas act as the foundation for cross-cultural relations. While there are rules and norms to be followed in every culture, people who engage with information technology should also follow various rules to ensure ethical conduct (Bynum, 2018). This is in alignment with the requirements of every society where information should be used to benefit all stakeholders.
Wiener, used the terms second industrial revolution to refer to the invention of ICTs which has affected everything in the universe. The terms “computer ethics” and “information ethics” were popularized in the 1970s, which further resulted in “information age” which is in existence today yet predicted by Wiener more than 50 years ago (Bynum, 2018). The information age is unique in that the problems and opportunities experienced today are all founded on technology. Second, there are things done with technology today but could not have been done in the past. Third, technology creates a policy vacuum such that there are no policies to guide humans’ actions when using a computer and where available, such policies are insufficient. This means that technology yields the challenge of determining what policies are appropriate in any given situation (Bynum, 2018). 
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I. The Second  Assignment:  Replies

First Essay: Free Will: Determinism
Free will revolves around the idea that human beings can choose how they act and are free in choosing to carry out such actions. For instance; committing a crime or not is a choice made by the person who is responsible for his/her actions. Hard determinism is the idea that a resulted behavior is the cause of factors prior to the events leading to the determined moments. We as human beings are not in control of events or actions if they are predetermined. Those who follow this idea dedicate themselves to the statement along the lines of “humans are one with the world itself, the physical world, and are subject to its predetermined laws.” In this case, any act of randomness is not entirely random because it is out of control, it's inevitable.

The following is only a thought, but it’s how I was able to perceive hard determinism. Let’s say multiple car accidents happen in the exact same location on the same day. The first accident a driver loses the ability to stop the car due to a brake line failure and drives right off a cliff. The second accident a driver has complete control over the car, but decides to veer off the cliff anyway. Thinking about both scenarios, one can conclude that both drivers were predetermined to end in such events by forces that were out of their control. In the first accident, the driver was predetermined to crash due to brake failure caused by lack of car maintenance, carelessness, or just simply poor auto mechanics/parts. Whatever the case may be, the actions are attributes to the result of the accident. The second driver had control over his car but drove off the cliff anyway, only to end up in the hospital with life threatening injuries. Authorities perform an investigation about the scene and find out about the driver’s miserable childhood, poor social life, and alcoholic stressful situations. The second driver’s actions were a result of the previously listed attributes that determined their “will” of driving themselves to induce self-harm. You may also say that the attributes of a poor upbringing has determined the actions of becoming an alcoholic.  Both of these car accidents rely on a causal chain of events that determined the outcome of both scenarios. Even after such events one can say it will cause driver one to perform safety checks for properly working breaks, maybe even avoid certain auto mechanics/dealers. Meanwhile driver two will never drive off a cliff again due to self-inflicted harm and limited mobility.

These attributes in each scenario determines the outcomes for future events, which are already predetermined and out of control. I find that the dilemma that hard determinism deals with is the inconsistency of society’s concept of moral and legal responsibilities. It faces the problem of the idea that humans do have self-control over our actions and one cannot simply predict another’s behavior based off previous factors and attributes. If determinism is true, the past determines a unique future where environmental circumstances and personal background lead to natural and an inevitable chain of events.
Reply 1
The post is quite insightful as far as the idea of hard determinism is concerned. The examples you give are quite informative in connection to causal events and the associated chain of occurrences. This seems to be your understanding of hard determinism and which has formed the core of your essay. Your essay has, however, not offered a succinct description of free will other than the definition. It is not clear whether free will and determinism are one and the same thing or different concepts all together. The idea of the second driver opting to veer off the cliff seems like an example of free will but one cannot deduce so because you stated it as an example of hard determinism. 
The ideas of natural events seem to be misplaced as the examples given are not natural in nature. You stated that the first driver could have engaged in proper maintenance of the car to prevent the brake line failure. For the second driver, the accident was intentional. This depicts the two accidents as human-created rather than natural. The idea of inevitability is also not applicable here as the drivers could have done as you suggested to prevent the occurrences.

Second essay: Is moral responsibility compatible in a deterministic world?
Determinism continues to remain an interesting and controversial topic in the history of philosophy, as humans question if moral responsibility is compatible with a deterministic world. Hard determinism revolves around the idea that actions happen in a chain of events. In other words, one is not responsible for their actions because they are not the source of their actions, but instead, prior events lead up to one’s action. A hard determinist believes that we are not free because events are predetermined for us, so humans do not have free will or ethical accountability (SEP Compatibilism Reading). This concept is not accepted by many due to the unnatural idea of the situation. For example, a man kills his girlfriend because she decided to leave him for another man. In a logical world, the man would most likely be thrown in prison to pay for his actions since he did not have any right to kill his girlfriend, but a determinist would have the view that the man is not morally responsible because of the girlfriend’s actions of leaving the man. Although the man may have committed a serious crime, he would not be blamed for his actions because of prior events. 

Essentially, my argument is that our actions do not directly stem from a part of a causal chain. Can they be influenced by prior events, yes, but not completely overtaken by a chain of events. I am critiquing the concept of hard determinism and why it can be compatible with free will and moral responsibility. As a compatibilist, I am accepting of the fact that causal chains go back in time indefinitely, specifically relating to the law of physics and the laws of nature. Additionally, I accept that our decisions may be caused by a metaphysical chain of cause and effects, as long as we, humans, are not in physical chains. Hobbes stated, “Man was as free as an unimpeded river. A river that flows down a hill necessarily follows a channel, but it is also at liberty to flow within the channel.” Similarly, we can see humans as the same way, acting on free will but also having some actions that follow the causal chain. Although we do not look at the river literally having free will, we can see the relation of the analogy. Another example that can be looked at simply is going to school. Personally, I go to school because my siblings also attended university, but no one is forcing me to go, meaning I go with my own free will, as do many others. It is hard to say that we do not have any free will and everything that happens stems from prior events, simply because everyone has the right to make conscious decisions that affect them. Tracing the idea back to last week, free will can be defined as autonomy, making decisions without any other human intervention but your own. Humans have the ability to not only think freely but to also act freely as rational and moral autonomous agents (Four Views on Free Will). 

As Thomas Nagel stated, “The ethical commonplaces of any period include ideas that may have been radical discoveries in a previous age. This is true of modern conceptions of liberty, equality, and democracy, and we are in the midst of ethical debates that will probably result two hundred years hence in a disseminated moral sensibility that people of our time would likely find very unfamiliar.” (Four Views on Free Will). The idea of moral responsibility being compatible in a deterministic world is a controversy that will remain indefinitely, but is a topic that will always be discussed. Although it is difficult to disprove determinism in a world that is derived from scientific disciplines, ultimately, the choices humans make are their own, and should take at least some partial responsibility for. While some actions may be influenced and swayed due to previous events, I believe that free will is alive and kicking, because we choose what direction to sway in.
Reply 2
 	Your post is well developed and includes a thoughtful discussion. I like the way you connect hard determinism with unnatural occurrences. It is true that the occurrences, though caused by a chain of past events, are not natural but artificial. You contradict yourself though in some instances. When you say that you went to school because you siblings did, that is not free will and is not self-autonomy. I would call that influence and as per the arguments on self-autonomy, humans are never in control of themselves as they are forced by circumstances to act as they do in any given event. Your statement can be interpreted to mean that you could never go to school if your siblings did not; that is not free will. Your siblings act as the determinants of whether you go to school or not and this means that there is an external force in your decision to or not go to school.
Nagel’s quote as applied in your essay is likeable. However, in alignment with your argument, human beings do not have free will as the decisions they make are determined by various factors that are not in their control. Whatever the reason for going to school, for instance, that is not free will as the reason offered stands as the determining factor.	
