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[bookmark: _GoBack]The decision to share or not share software is something that we each personally decide but how do we make those decisions? From my personal perspective I haven’t given the decision much thought. I just do what I feel is right because I want to be a person of integrity. A deeper discussion emerges when considering the different belief systems, we all have learned about. Instead of being closed minded I took some time to challenge my initial belief and weigh this ethical question using several different ethics models. I’m able to see the perspective others may have in justifying sharing software but it doesn’t change my mind. It is unethical to copy or share software under any circumstance. Everything has a price and if we don’t pay for the product with money we are paying with our integrity.
Software that is owned by another person is their property. That property was created through the work of someone else and that someone deserves to be compensated for their work. The creator established a process to be paid for their product and that process should be honored. If a product is purchased by one person and the creator is compensated does that mean the product now belongs to the purchaser and that product can now be reproduced without further compensation to the creator? I don’t believe it does because the creator didn’t sell his or her property with the expectation that it would be reproduced or shared without compensation. The software creator becomes the victim of theft because the original purchaser allowed the software to be copied. Unless we choose honesty and compensate the creator for their product there comes a point where the creators will just stop making these products for us to have. 
The utilitarianism perspective founded by Jeremy Bentham and John Stuart Mill is based on the view that an action should be judged based on the consequences of the action or more commonly known as the ends justify the means. The decision factors of utilitarianism are that an act is ethical if the outcome is the greatest good for the greatest number of people, the benefits outweigh the cost for the greatest number of people affected, and the benefits are the greatest for each individual. Within utilitarianism there is rule-based and act-based criteria. Rule-based utilitarianism considers the greatest good by applying societal rules and norms followed by everyone. Justice and individual rights are types of rules that rule-based utilitarianism considers in decision making. “Rule preference utilitarianism: The correct system of rules is the one whose general acceptance would, on net, result in greater expected average preference fulfillment than the general acceptance of any other system of rules” (Williams, 2023).
Act-based utilitarianism considers the same goal of the greatest good for the greatest number of people but it is not constrained by the same societal norms and rules as rule-based utilitarianism. A common example in the difference between act-based utilitarianism and rule-based utilitarianism is theft. A rule-based utilitarianism decision would not endorse an act that involves theft even if it does produce the greatest good for the greatest number of people because our societal norm is that stealing is not acceptable. Whereas an act-based utilitarian decision may endorse stealing if the theft results in the greatest good for the greatest number of people. 
Applying the utilitarianism approach to the ethical dilemma of file copying or sharing I evaluate what would be the greatest good for the greatest number of people. If everyone were able to get the software for free wouldn’t that be the greatest good for the greatest number of people? If we are considering the stakeholders as every person that gets the free goods that seems like a huge greatest good for the greatest number of people compared to a creator or a company. However, as my classmate Cody Ivy pointed out in his post from File Sharing Part 2 there are additional stakeholders that the decision may impact significantly. “If the company doesn't earn enough on the investment there will be consequences. Employees could lose their job, discourage the artist, or the company could go out of business” (Ivy, 2024). This statement refutes the greatest good consequence of people getting free music. The costs for these other stakeholders are much higher than the benefit of free software. 
The universalism perspective founded by Immanuel Kant is also called deontological ethics and in opposition to utilitarianism does not follow the belief that the ends justify the means. According to Kant “Deontology requires acting in a way that is consistent with universal norms (e.g., do not kill) even if the consequences of the action involve suffering” (Kant, 1785/1998)(Korner, 2024). This viewpoint is based on the belief that the right thing always must be done without focus on the consequences. Universalism places the value on the individual stakeholders doing the right thing in actions rather than the outcome of a decision. Universalism is based on principles that we all should adhere to such as fairness, honesty, rights, respect and justice. Following these principles to make decisions are more important than the consequences of the act. 
Applying the universalism approach to the ethical dilemma of file copying or sharing I evaluate if the person doing the copying or sharing is following the above listed principles. As I wrote earlier the creator of the product deserves to be compensated for the product. If a person chooses to obtain the product without compensating the creator then the creator is being treated unfairly and his rights to compensation aren’t being followed. The person receiving the product for free is doing so dishonestly is not respecting the creator of the product. The person receiving the product for free is committing an act of theft against the creator and that does not treat the creator with justice. As my classmate Claire Anderton wrote in the File Sharing Part 1 discussion, “I knew piracy was wrong to begin with since it negatively impacted the creators of the content that was being stolen” (Anderton, 2024). This statement demonstrates considering the rights to compensation for the creator rather than the consequence of getting free content. 
The virtue theory perspective was founded by Greek philosopher Aristotle and he based it on “Eudaimonia”.  “This is understood as a much richer and deeper concept than mere pleasure. Virtue ethics is based on an acceptance of certain human givens (or a notion of a human nature) as a basis for morality. The person who achieves this rich sense of flourishing is one who embodies ‘arete’ or human excellence – a much richer sense of ‘virtue’ than just doing the right thing” (Cambridge, 2000) (Misselbrook, 2015). Aristotle wrote that people strive for eudaimonia by following virtues rather than vices. Virtues are the right thing at the right time for the right reasons in the right situations. A common example used to illustrate the differences between virtue and vice is bravery. On a line Bravery is in the middle ground between cowardice and recklessness. Choosing bravery is the virtuous choice whereas cowardice and recklessness are vices. 
Applying virtue theory to our ethical dilemma of copying or stealing software we should consider if theft is doing the right thing for the right reason. The actor, or person stealing the software, would be getting free software to avoid paying for it. The creator of the software that made it with the intention to be compensated will be the victim of the theft. Unless the creator made the product with the purpose of giving it away to everyone then someone stealing the product isn’t acting for the right reason. Our classmate Christina Tischler points out doing the right thing vs the wrong thing in her discussion post from File Sharing Part 1. “Since ethics involves making the "right" or "wrong" decision and how these decisions will impact others, file sharing negatively impacts others” (Tischler, 2024).
Two questions were asked in relation to assignments we have studied in this course. 
Is it ethical or unethical to copy or share software under all circumstances?
Regarding file sharing does it matter the type of file?
Regarding file sharing does it matter that Jennifer provided input? 
My stance holds true to my opening paragraph. File Sharing or copying another person’s work is theft. That theft is committed against whoever is rightfully due compensation. I believe I’ve demonstrated how this ethical dilemma is unethical from several perspectives of ethical theories. With respect to the situation between Jennifer and Linda it doesn’t matter that Jennifer provided input. Jennifer offered her input for free at her friend’s request. There was no expectation of compensation for Jennifer when she offered her opinions. But there is more at stake for Jennifer and Linda as my classmate Gopal Rimal points out in his discussion post on Software/Code Sharing Part 1. “The ethical dilemma centers on the tension between loyalty to a friend, professional integrity, and fair competition in the business environment” (Rimal, 2024). How will the decision to share or not affect the friendship?
 	The ethical dilemma for code sharing is the same as the dilemma for software copying or sharing. If the central problem is theft, then the ethical decision is to not commit theft. If there is compensation to the creator or authorization from the creator to use the software, then theft is no longer an issue and it eliminates the dilemma. An example our classmate Donald McKee shared in the discussion Software/Code Sharing allows us to consider sharing from a nonproprietary mindset for Jennifer. Donald wrote “The first time the color blue was used in artwork, it was quickly used in other pieces, we are inspired by the things we interact with and Linda sharing resources with another person in her field should lend to obvious inspirations” (McKee,2024). If Jennifer takes inspiration from Linda’s work and creates her own work based on publicly shared knowledge of the product there is not ethical dilemma.
The black-and-white ethical theories direct our behavior according to our personal worldview. The theories are written but the decision-making process isn't always clear-cut, which is where our values come into play. We use our morals to make the white seem darker and the black appear softer. The grey results are where our decisions live.
