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 “This is a drop in the bucket compared to Chinese pirates who sell billions of dollars of copied music and videos.”
Utilitarianism: 
The collective as well as particular interests are one person will receive a product for free while the production company and artist(s) will not be paid for their product. 
The alternative based on the greatest good is to not act on the illegal download but rather wait until the actor has enough money and pays for the product.
The cost and benefits of alternatives for the actor and other parties is the actor will need to wait until the product is purchased legally before obtaining the product and, the other parties will receive compensation for their work once the product is purchased.
The deciding point of “is this morally right if the net benefits over costs are greatest for the majority”. The net benefit is the free download for one person. The costs are the company and artist will be losing revenue. Since it’s a greater cost to others and only one person benefits there is no moral authority to act based on the statement. 


“I don’t have enough money to buy it.”
Since I wouldn’t have bought it anyway, the company didn’t lose a sale
Universalism: 
The individuals whose needs and welfare are at risk based on this action is the actor, artist(s), and any other party receiving payment for the purchased product. 
The deceit that may be harmful is depriving the parties of compensation.
The duties to individuals affected by the decision is the response the parties must take to replace the lost revenue. Raising product prices? No creating future products? 
The desired action would not be acceptable if the decision to illegally download is made. The parties that provide the product have an expectation of compensation. It would not be acceptable to deprive the parties of that compensation. 
The deciding point of “is this morally right by the extent to which the act treats all persons with respect”. This act does not treat other parties receiving revenue from the sale or the artist with respect because it deprives all parties of revenue they are entitled to receive. 



“Everyone else is doing it.  Why should I be the only person to buy it when everyone else is getting it for free?”
Rights: 
The individuals whose rights would be violated by this act is the parties that have an expectation of compensation for the product. 
The legal and moral basis of the rights of the parties due compensation are firm. They own the product and deserve to be paid for the product. 
There is no moral justification based on utilitarian principles because one person receiving a free product while the other parties do not receive compensation does not benefit the greatest good for the greatest number.  
The deciding point of “is this morally right determined by individual rights guaranteed to all in their pursuit of freedom of speech, choice, happiness, and self-respect”. This act is not morally right because it deprives the other parties the right of happiness in receiving fair compensation for their product. 



“The retail price is too high.  The company is gouging customers.”
Justice:
The stakeholders in this topic are the actor vs. the other parties. The costs of this act will positively affect the actor yet negatively affect the other parties creating an unequal balance. 
The procedures for distributing the cost and benefits are clear. The actor would benefit and receive a free product at no cost while the other parties would face a cost with no benefit. 
There is no fair compensation for the other parties if the actor chooses to act.
The deciding point of “is this morally right by the extent opportunities, wealth, and burdens are fairly distributed among all”. The wealth and burdens are not fairly distributed by all in this decision. The actor receives wealth and the burden falls on the other parties. 



“I’m giving my friend the opportunity to do a good deed.”
Virtue Ethics
The character virtues of individual stakeholders is not truthfulness, integrity, and honesty. The actor is acting against these virtues in choosing to act. 
If the act occurs it would be untruthful, lack integrity, and dishonest. 
A mutually desirable outcome that could be negotiated is to not act because action would mean the actor failed to establish moral authority based on virtues. 
The deciding point of “is this morally right based on individual character virtues such as truthfulness, integrity, and honesty”. The character virtues are not met by this decision. It would require the actor to act in opposition to the character virtues.  



