
man \Vl10 pcrf<>r1ned tl1c n1 1,e(o1'1~ed. 1-lc nce, it •lPlJeals to a 
ICJ'ICle11cy i11 so1nc n1oclcr1l 1nornl tl1'1i loso1)l'lers to l>c rntller 
;1bsu rclly tJ ncritical of tl1e n1or.1I atti111dcs of co11111'1u11ities 
other tl1all t11eir O\v11. ·1·11ey 111ay be less \Villing to a<.'Cet't 
tlli s v~1.-ia111 1l1r;c>ry , l1owevt~1', \vhen t l'lcy real ize tl1at if it is 
ll't1e , t l1ey Jriust Ue e<-Jlially l111critical c>f tl1e J11or.lls of t11eir 
own co1111r1u1ljty. ft 1'1111st IJC: !'>Oi11 tccl ot•t tl1~1t a<.'Co1·cli11g to 
t l1is t l1e<>ry, if <>ne says, "lntrodl1ci ng racinl segregatic>n 
i11t<> U 11iver~ ity X w~1s \vr<J11g," o r1c n1c<1r1s that i11trodt1ci11g 
SCJ{rcg-:1tion i11to tile t111ivcrsity \vas disa1111rovccJ o f by t}1e 
co1nmu11ity i11 wf1icl~ 1hc act io11 wns 1>erfo r1r1etl. ll i s 11e1· .. 
fc<.: tly obvious, l1c>\vever, that Ol'JC 1J1igl1t r>erfec.:tly \vei l 
tl1ink tl1at it was \vror1g ancl at the san1c t in1e k11ov.r that it 
W~ls r1ot tlisa1)1)rovecl o f l>y t11e <..-01r111lu11lty ln w)1icl1 it wr1s 
1>crfon11ed. A~:-.. ir1, tl1 is the<>ry l1ns tJ1e cliffic11J1y th~lt even 
\vhe11 il COllllllll l)ity clisa11[11'0VCS o f SOll l C t) r(lCtice ()n)}' 
because the <..'<>mn1u11ity is grossly 1r1istake 11 <.'<>11cer11ir1g its 
na ture (as in tl1e cn~c of tl1c won1c n u1\cl tl1c eggs), \Ve are 
still Uou11cl I<> say that tl1e 1>r..1c.:tice is \Vrong, p rovid i11g tl1c 
co1n 111u n ity clocs i11 f;-1c1 clisap[11·ovc of ii . 

Moral judgments s tate what most m en feel. The objec­
tion s th:.1t )1~1ve ;1lreac)y l1een r;]ised agai11st earlier ty11cs of 
subjectivisn1 ca11 l>e 0111ll iccl \Vitho ul 111uch cllt'flc11lty t<> the 
vi e \v t11at ,v J1at \Ve J"nea1• \vl1c 11 \ve say an ac.:ti<>n is 1·igl1t is 
t1'1at 1nost 111c11 ll t>tl l'<>ve of it ... rJ1is theory cloes inlJ)ly tl1at 
~tny lwo 1t1e11 (wl1c>evc r tl1cy ;;lrc). 011c of \vl1on1 co11c.-lentrls 
an n<.:tic-,11 ancl tl1c o tl1e r <>f \vl10111 jt1cJges i l to l>e rigl1t, re.a ll y 
\vi ii be saying inco1111)atil>lc t l1ings, for it <.:f111not l>e t l1at 
1'nost n1c n aJ>J>rove of ~111 H<.:tio11 a11(I <tt tJ1e sn111c ti111e <lis­
atlJlr<>ve of il. J lc>wC\'<!r, si11cc n1e11 n1:1y cl1a11,ge fron1 ;\ll" 

1-,rovi11g c>f s<>l'netl1l11g to d isa(>l>ro vj11g of it, t l1c ttieory clocs 
c rl t.ti l t l1at a 1n;.111 1l1uy jt1clgc an <tc:Lio n to Ile rig ht and la ter 
jt1cJge the sa111e acti oJ1 to IJe wro1lg \vitl1c>ut l1Hvi1ig to re­
tr.1ct his first ju<lgme11 t. "l 'l1 e t l1e01"y r11en11s tl1at a11 action i.s 
\vrc>11g if 1nc>st n1e11 feet <liS'1I)J)l'Oval of it, 110\vcver ig11orr111t 
or mist:.tker1 tl1ey 111;1y be :11>out t11e 11a ture c>f tl1e acti<>11. 1t 
a lso 1nca1)s t~1itt it is i1111>os~ i Ulc.: fo1· a rnu11 to 1ru-lke til> lliS 
1ni r1d cc>11ccrn i11g tl1(! rectit11rle of any ac:ti<>i1 u11less lie J1<ts 
d~ci<lcd \vl1 <:~ thcr n1ar1kintl ill ge11eral \Vt>td <l n1>1>rove of it: 
it is o l) vious. llowevcr, tha t \VC ca11 111,1kc t1 1> <l11r n1ir1cls o n 
s t1cl1 <1t1estio11s wit l1out having th<! least idea wl1at t l1e 
attitt1dc of n1ost 111e11 \V0 11l<l be. 111 v ic \v of \Vl101t llns a l­
ready heen saicl :ll>ou t tl1e the<>r}' tlt;\t \Vl1at \Ve 1nca11 \\rl1en 
we say that a n act ic.>r1 i s righ t is tl1at t11c s11citker t1li11ks it 
is rigllt, 11otl1i11g n ccc.I l>t' saitl a l>otil tl1c.· :trlalogOltS vie,vs 
tl1at i1n action is rigl1t if the s 1)c:.1kcr· .... con1f11t1nity tl1irr ks 
that it is r igl1t. C)r tha t an acti<>n i!' rigl1t if 1nost 1ne11 
think that it is rii;lot. 

Jt is fairly <>l>vic>t1s fro 111 'vh ttt l1as bce1l snicl that all Stlb­
jectivist tl1eories 11ced to Ile an1c 11clccl, ell lcnst to cxclt1clc 
the poss ibility that the att itude of the people we are al­
l e~e<f to lie dcscr il1i11S? \v)1e 11 \Ve ntake n1oral jud g111e 11ts is 
JlOt based <>11 ig11on1 ncc c)1· 111ist..1ke. lle 11ce. a co11sitle ratio11 
<>f s uUje<.:tivisrr1 11·1i\y lcacl to tl1e vfc,v th::\l an nc;:tic>n is rig ht 
not if it is a1>1>rovccJ <>f l>y n11y actt1nl i>c1·so11 o r µrou1> o f 
pe<>plc, but only if it would he <>pprovccl of hy a person of n 
very specit1I ki11d- for i11 s ta1lce, c>ne \vl10, a t th e very least. 
is 11cvcr igr1ora11t of <>r n1istakc11 abot1t a11y rc le v•tJ1t inatter 
of f:lcl C<)11ccr11i nµ tl1 e actic,·n to,vn r<l \Vl)ich his 1\ttitu<le of 
ap1,rc>vaf is direc:te<l. f-l c11ce, ~\ c<>11sicler11tic>11 o f subjectiv-
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is1r1 1n ust i 11evital>ly lc;1cl to a <.:onsiderHtion of ide,,J ol)­
server theo1·ics; these, ho \vever, are llest treated as ~l v:.tri­
cty of e thical objectivism. 
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ET RIC S. · r11e Encyclc>pccli a fc11t urcs l \VO cl c t Ai led sur\1ey 
<lrtic lcs. c11Litlec.l E'l'HJ<:s, l·IIST()RY OF and ETHICS. PllOJ)­

l.E"-lS 01'". l t a lso co11tains separ;-\te nrt iclcs on 1hc follo\ving 
topics ancl t l1cotico; of etl1i<.:s: 1\SCE'l'ICIS~t; C AN; C~ttOOSJNC> 

1)1.JCU>I NC, AKD DOING; CONSC\J::NCE; 0EONTOLOCICAL 
E'fHlCS; 1)£1.'t:ll~llNlS,.,1 ; Du·rvi Ec:o1s~r ;\NO ALTRU!S~·t ; 

Eh.·to11\'E 1·1-rEORY 0 1:- s1.·1ncs; ENvs 1\ND ~tE . .\.Ns; E1>1STE .. 
~·101 .0CY A~U E'l'l·llCS. JlAJlALLEL RE1.\Vl~EN; EQUALJ'J'Y, 
.\IOitAL. ,.\NO soct.-\l..i E·r1 0CAL N.<\'t"UllALtS~t; E·r1UCA L 
OBJECTIVISM; ETlllCAL i\ELATIVtSM; l::TIUCAL SUllJECTIV­
IS~I; c;oLDEN 1tuLE; cc)oo. 1' HE; c;u1LT; t-I . .\1:)1:)1Ness~ 

HEDONISM; JIISTOl\Y AND VALUE J UDGMENTS; LTFE, M.!:;AN­

tNG AND VALUE OF; LoYAL1'Y; MOl\AL SENSE; MOTIVES 
,\ Nl> ~to1·1vA·r10N; NA1'UJ,AL L . .\\\' ; NtlnL1s~r; l'F.sst~nS,\.l 

1\ND OlYJ'J1\11s~1 ; 1.,VNl SlUIBNT; R£u(;10N AND ~i01tAt~11·v; 

Flt::s1>0Ns1e1u1·\•, ~•ORAL :\ND r .P.t~A•.; RULES; Su1c 1u£ ; 
TEtEOLOG!CAL ET IUCS; ULTIMAT E MOllAL PlUNCIPLES : 

T HEIR JUSTIFICATION; UTILTTARIANJSM; VALUB ANO 

VALUATION; VOLITION; and VOLUNTARISM. 

ETHICS, DEONTOLOGICAL. Sec Dt::ONTOt,OGIGAL 
E' l'l IJCS. 

ETHICS, EMOTIVE TH EORY OF. See EMOTIVI> 

THEOllY OF ETHICS. 

ET H I CS. HI ST ORY OJ>. The term "ethics" is used in 
three different but rehoted ways, signifyi ng (J) a genernl 
pattern or .. way of life," (2) a set of rules of conduct or 
"mol'l!I code," and (3) inquiry "bout ways of li fe and rules 
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of conduct. In the first sense we speak of lluddhist or 
Cllristia11 eth ics; in tlle sea>n<l, \VC:: spc;_lk of professior•al 
e ll1ics a1•cl of l1netllic;_tl bct)~lvi o1· . In tile tllircl sense, eth ics 
is a branch of philosophy that is frequently g iven the spe­
cial name of J'llCt.'letllics . --rhe lJresent <liscussi<>n will be 
l imited to the history of philosophical or "meta" ethics, for 
tv.•o rcas<>ns. F irs t, IJecal1se it is irnr,ossible t(> cc>ver, \Vith 
any <legrec of thor<>ugl•ness, tile history or cllliCS in e ither 
of the fi rst t\vO senses. Practices and tl1e coclification of 
l)1'actices tlrc t l1e threatls out o f v.1l•ich ~lll c>f httman cultt1rc 
is woven, so that the history of e thics in either of these 
sc11>es would be far too vast n subject for a brief essay. 
Second, although ethical philosophy is often understood in 
a broad way as including all sign ificant thought about 
~1u1nan conduct, it can ,.\lcll l)c confi ned \vithin manageal) lc 
limits by separating purely philosophical thought from the 
practical advice, m<>ri\1 preachi1lg. ancl socio! engineering 
,vl1icl\ it illuroi1)atcs a11cl fro rn 'vhich it receive~ suste­
nance. T lliS clistir:iction, \V1lilc so1l1e,vhat arti ficial. makes 
sense of the common opin ion that 1.>h ilc)sophy in general, 
and ethical philosophy in particular, was invented by the 
Greeks. 

T he ccntJ'<il questions of philosophical ethics arc: \Vhat 
<1o \Ve or sl1ol.1ld \Ve 1nca1l by ''good" (tncl "l>acJ"? \Vhat are 
the righ t standards for judging things to be good or bad? 
how do judgments of !(ood and had (value judgments) 
d iffer from ;ind depend upon judgments of value-neutral 
fact? 13ut ,vl1cn these c1uestiOrls are ans,vcrccl, it i~ i1n(><>r­
tant to find out the diffcrcnoes between specific types of 
value juclg1nents thrit are cl'laracterized by sucl1 acljcclives 

" f I .. '' . I t .. " I " d .. . " ''1 I 1· as use u , rig 1 , 1llOr;;1 , an · Jost. "' c 1nay t 1crc c>rt: 
clividc otir st1l>ject rnatter intc> tl1e scarcl1 fo l' the 111eani11g 
and stanclards <>f goocJ i ll gcr1er.ll, and c>f \vell-bci11g1 right 
concluct, 01oral c11aracter, ~\ncl justice io Pi.\rlicular. Need· 
less to say, tl1esc are not watertight con1part111c1lts. lvl;111y 
philosophc 1·s reject sharp distinctions between them. But 
l)rovisional 1ieparatio1'l of these l<>I>ics, subject to 1·c1111ifica· 
t ic>O ill flCCOrtlanCC \Vit}1 t><lrt iC\1lar \)hilOSOl)lliCal vj(!\VS , \Yi)( 

prove l1el1)ful i11 <lisc ntangl ing ll1e varic>11s issues 011 wl1icll 
1)l1ilosc>r>hcrs have takc'!n opposing ~lt111<ls, so that tl1e l1i st<.>1'y 
c>f eth ics cun l)C scc11 as irregu l<tr progrcs-; lO\\la1·<l co111yJletc 
cla1·ificat io·11 <>f eacl1 t)' l>C of c lhical ju<lgmc11t. 

Ethical philosophy hegan in the fifth century n.c., with 
tl1c up1)enrancc of Socrale~. a secl1lar pror)l)ct \vhose s<~ l f. 
apt)Oi11lcd n1ission was tc> a\vnkc1'I his fellc>w men to the 
need fo1· rnlional c riticism <>f tl1cii' l)cl icf!i arttl practices . 

Greek society of the fifth centnry was in n stale of rapid 
cha11gc fro1n agrnritu1 1l1c>narchy to cc>1nn1crcial ancl in(lus· 
trial democracy. The religious and social traditions that 
11ncl l>een ha11clc<l <lc>\vn fron1 one gc1\enitic)r1 t(> the next 
t l1rough the llatural \)TQCCS~cs of social i1nitation a11cl 
household training were brought into q11estion by the 
~tcccssion tc> y>c>wer of a c<>1n111ercial class, \Vhose 1ncn'lbcrs 
were Ltnt1'oJine<I in a11tl sc<>rnful c>r tl1e ancestral \v;:ty of life. 
Nev.• ru les of cc>ncluct were retlu irecl l)y a market econo1ny 
in \vl1icl'l 1noncy cou11teU mc>re tl1a11 i1oblc birtl1 an<.1 ir1 
v.1l1ich 1r1en hacl le> l>e c<>nsiclcrccl e<1uals as l>uycrs and 
sellers. Men who wished to be e lected Lo public office. but 

hacl no t been tr..\inecl at l101nc as rt1lcrs of serfs and house· 
l101d servants, 11ccclccl a more explicit <tnd general code of 
e<>nduct tl1a11 \VHS emhc>diecl in tlle scrlse c>f honor art<l 
esprit de corps of the landed aristocracy. Occurring with 
the rapid political and social transformation of G reece, and 
interacting with it ns hoth cause and effect, was the devel­
<>pmerlt of l>as ic in dustrial arts ~lnd a ~cic11tific tcch110Jogy. 
T hese forces both expressed and intensified the develop· 
ing in terest in ratio11al eval uation <>f Ue)iefs. As J-le11ry 
Sidgwick put it: 

T l1is errlerge1tcc of an art of co1'1d11ct witll profcssio11a1 
teachers cannot thoroughly be understood, unless it is 
vie\ve<J as a cr<>wni11g result of a general te 11ller1cy at 
this stage of Greek civilization to substit11te technical 
skill for traditional procedure . .. . If bodily vigour 
\VilS 110 longer to Uc le ft to ''"tu1·c a11d spc>11t~\neous 
exercise, l)l1t was t<> be ;1tt;li rlell by tl1c syste1n atic ol)· 
scrvanCe of rules )aid d<>Wll by l')rC)fess i<>na) trai11ets, it 
was natural to think that the same might be the case 
with excellences of the soul. (Outlines of t/1e His tory 
of Ethics, p. 21) 

Early Creek t l1inkers <lre\v frequent con11:>arisons be· 
t\veen rr1cclicine and ethics, tlescril) i11g etl1ics as the "art of 
livir1g" and the ··care of t l1c So Ltl." Socrates' mottc>, ''A 
sot11lc1 mind in ._, sOuJl<l l)oCly.'' .'iuggcsts tl1e n·1etlical i111age 
of ctJ1ics as 1r1e11tal h y~icnc. ~·la1ly tl1inkers tc>ok a special 
ir1tercst in rr1edicinc, and, rccogn1z111g t l1e i1l ter· 
de pendence of mind and hody, they practiced a n1dimen­
tnry psychiatry. Alcmaeon of Cro ton, Empeclocles, and 
Denlocrit11s \vcrc rcnc>wr1ed for tl1eir psyc}1oth.erapc11tic 
sk ills. T his biological conception of m ind and soul led to a 
n1ore critical ancl scientific ap1Jr<>acl1 to problct•1s of etl1ical 
jt1<lgn1e11l. f' llilosc>pllers bega11 to scarcl1 for re•1sons f<>r 
estaUlisl1ccl lllC)<IC!S <>f COllClL1<.:l n11c.I, \.V,1crc TlO rca~C) l'lS \VCTC 
found, to suggest that action could be directed toward 
individual goals in defiance of tradition. The professional 
leac)1crs kr1c>\v11 as Sophists, wl1osc social role \vas to \)re· 
1>arc the ur1cultivatccl rio11veatsx ricl1es for pc>siti<>11s of 
l)O\vcr iil tl1e r isi1lg c:lerrt<>cracies, e n11)loyecl t11e r1e\v·foL111cl 
V•lCUp<>n of logic with devast;.\ting effect against the CO(IC o f 
hc>nc>r c>f tl\C cleclini l1g aristocrac>·· Prc>tagc>r~\s. Ct>rgias, a11d 
'J'hrasy1nt1chus tat1gl1t rnct))c>llS c>f self·a<lvance1nc11t an<l <>f 
attainir1g virtt1e. 'fl1ey slressetl the clifrerer1ce between 
subjective values and objective facts, arguing that good 
~\ncl evi l ar<~ 111~\tters of personal <1ecisi o11 or social agree· 
mcnt (nomos) rather than facts of nature (iihu.vis). 

Socrates. S<>crates stootl 111idw11y bet\vet: r1 the t111exanl· 
ined, trnclitional values of the ~•ristocraey ancl the skeptical 
practicality of the commercial cl:iss. Like the Sophists , he 
clemanclc.<.1 reasor1s for r111cs of condt1ct, rejecti11g tl1e self· 
ju'itifying c)ain1 C)f tra<.Jitit>n, a1"1(l ror this TC~\S()ll J1c \\li\S 
clenotn1ced as a So1JJ1ist l)y coi1servative writers like Aris· 
tophanes. llut unlike the Sophists, he bel ie ved that by the 
11se of reason 1n<.1r1 coulcl arrive at;\ ~et of etl1ical pti11ciples 
t11at woulcJ rec<>r1ci lc sc]f.i 11tcrest w itl1 tl1e c<>1l1n1o n gc,ocl 
ancl \VOuld apply tc> nll n1c r1 at <.1ll tin1es. 

'fhc cc1ltral <1uestion ~ of ctl1ical pl1il<>so1>h}1 \vcrc raised 
for the r.rst lime by Socrates a nd the Sophists, but only 
Socmtes realized tlH: difr.cully, borcle,ri ng on irnpossibilit)•, 
<>f tinlli ng aclec1t1atc ans,vers. 111 tl1is respect, S<>cratcs n1;1y 



be rcs.t~lrtlc.·<I ·'' 111<· fir-\l 11l1il04i:01ll1t.'r-, 10 tl1t· ,trit·l<''' ~en'e 
ol tltt• lt•r111 \ \ '1111<· tile- Soilhi'''· ~iftc:r e~1><>,ir1g tl\c im1>r.~ 
ticollit> <>f tr.a<l1tio11~•I rull·s of c..-011tlt1ct, tl1t.•11 <>fft·retl )tlil> 
for111t1Ju, 111 tl1car lll.1cc--'it1cl1 <.ts ··111,tiec• i\ tl1t• rt1lc.• <>f tl1c.• 
\tro11~<·r" ( rl1h.t\)" 11l;.1cl1t1~) a11cl " \1 ,Ltl i'i t lit• tll(',\\ttrc of ,111 
l hi''"'" ( l'rc-,t.tl{Clrn ,,_ Socroitcs a111>I i e<I t hC' ,,,111<' l<>.cica I 
t'ritlcl\111 wltl1 c<1ual1y cleva.sl:.tli11J.( re\ult' tt> lwtl1 Ul'i 'ilo· 
cratit• a 11t l n1ark<•t 11l.1cc..• 111or:1l it)'. 11 (· clicl 11ol fi n<I t ile uni· 
v<·r,ul u11tl \t•l r· t·vi<..lc·ul cc>tlc l1e St.·:u·c:lit.·cl fc)J', l>\1l it \Y•ls Iii' 
n1t.·1tl(U'al,Jc• ut.·li it.•ve111c11t t<.> l1avc rt•vt:alc.•c.I l(l lllilnkinc.I t l1ut 
w illl<>11t \l1tl1 ,1 cc.>cle it<.; acticltlS \vii i l11ck ju ,1ilicnthu1 anti 
tJ1n1 1nc1ral llt.•tft•t.•l io 11 i-. tllcrc•rore an icll·nl I"<> \\1l11f.•l1 '"l' t•.111 
Ortly n 1l 1 >1'c)~i 111at c. ... l'crfcct cl~1r1t)' ,al>o11t \Ylloll <·c111,titutc' 
ln<>rnl Pt·1ft.•t..·li<>11 is 11<> n1ore of th i' \VC)rl<l tl11t11 1~ 1nc,r:.d 
Jl<'rf('( lion I !\elf 

()t1r ~tlC>\YlctlJte <>f Scx.·r•ltes is pn111ar1I) <lt•rl\C'<l rrt)1t11l1e 
cl1.1l1~J(llt'' •>f l'lato. \O it 1-s: 11ot po\sil>I<' to tlr.1\\1 .. 1 ,)1.lrJ> li11e 
l>c•ffi.t•t•11 tilt' 1clt~.1, ol tl1c~ t\.\'O 111e11. l\111 'in<·t• Pl.1tc)\ l'Jrl, 
cliul1>KtlC.'' .. trc.· t.'(>11,1<l<'n1l1I)· tlirfe-tc11t i11 ,tylt• •l•t<I t·<>11lt•11l 

fron1 tl1c:>'t' \Yl11cl1 lit.• '""'roll' latl·r i11 l1rC', c>nc.· 01,1'" t...tll· 
tilt• <·,trly .,, f,\1rl\ rc•preCient.'lti,·e c>r Socr.1lt'' .111c.I tl1t· l.itc 
a\ 11u1rr t•\prc:.,.sive of Plate)·, O\Yt1 thtlt1gl1t. '"rht.• cl1lcf 
cli fft•rc·nc't.'' t l i,t·t~r111l>lt• .. ire tl1e f<>ll•>,vi11g tl1(• 111c>rt•So<.·r.1t1c 
cliul11g11c·' !l ft' cl1•v(1lt•ll t '> tltt' critic i\1ll c1I C't)ll\'t'nticu1al l>t'• 

li(·I' ,1 11<.I t(> 111<• <l<· 111c>11,trati<>n <>f t l1c.• 11l't·(l lclr r,11tl1t•r i11· 
111 1 I ry, \vl1 ii l ' 1 ltl' I alt.•r c..li ,1 l<)J.(11c•s argu <.• f(u' 110' i liVC' 
<.'tlnC'h 1si(>t1,, 1l1c t•arl)' tli nl ug11<~., ,c•Jrc:h fen· clf•fi 11icicu1s c1f 
t•ll1ic.•ul <'<>llt'l'l>l,, \vl1i lc.~ tl1c.· la te r <.l i.1lc>g11C''i :ire• c<u1t•c.•1·11t·cl 
\\• ith j11 ... t i ly i11 L( a l'Ul lll'1111Jlati vt.• \VU)' ()f lift• i11 \Vhlt•ll 1>lc.•.1\• 
Il l'('\; <>f Cl1t• \('ll 'l'' ~11 c• "J)111•11c ... <I i11 f.1v<l1' c>f r>IC.l\ll(l'' Clf t ilt.' 

n1111cl. fi11.1lly 1 t ht~ S<><.·ral1c st)'le i{,j c."<Jll\'l'f~:1t 1 c>11,1l .11ic l .irgu 
111l•r1t.1li\ t•, \Ylti lt· tl1.11 of 1l1c latt~t > t ... ars i' 1tl<>1c.• <l1ll.1t:l1c 
.1n<I .1l>,t1,1t·t 

1·11t• Sf>t:r~1lt.'' ol tl1e early dtalc.>s:11t'' rn1't'' <111t''il1c>1l'l 
~ll>c111t tilt• 111t: .. 111111g of etl11c..1I lt.•n11,, ''-1t•l1 ,1, "\\"l1.1t ., J••' 
h<•·'~" lllc11u/J/1c), "\\'ha! is piety>" t l::utli1111/1n>). "\Yhat i\ 
t'f>111,11,tt·?" fU1cl1e.t, c:l1t1r•11ides), ''\\ J1;1t i, '1rt11e:>" ( Protc1l{· 

Ort1.4'·) • .. I lit.• ''''''V'''' c1frcrt.·ll b"· otllc.·r' ttl tl1<•,t• c1ut•,t1c111' .trt.· 
lllc·11 \tll)j\'t'lt·ti t<> .1 rt•ll•11t l e~s cros\-l'\u111i11.1ltlltl (St1<.•r,lti<· 
<lial<'t'lit..·), l"(l)c)-.i11g tl1t.>1r '"·agt1t.•1tt''' o\ncl i11<.·t>t1\ i\ll'lll)". 

Ah lu>t11.tl1 St)1..·r.1lc' 1li<I 11<..1t "'Cl).1ratc J11<li;t11lt'llt' c>I v.1l11t.• 
fr11111 Jt1clg111t·111 , cJf f;.1<.· t. tl1<.' 11c·g.1t iv•· rc·su lt' 4)r Iii' li11c c.>r 
cp1c."<1ll1111i11J.t \1 1g1.f.t'sl a t listinctic>l'l 1l1.1t \\'a' 111uc lc· t''l>licil 
c>n ly i n n1c1clt•111 ti111t•:. lly I lun1e ant i ~'lc>0 1't'. 111 t•at·l1 of l1is 
t. li \l'U\\ IC)t)S elf t•tl1 i{'ltl ('(.)ll('('J)IS like..-. CC) t ll'i\j.!C' (Jr J11sticc, 
Sc)t•rnlc.·s rt·f11tc' .d i <.'rrc.>rl.s to tle fi11l' tl11•111 i11 1cr1ns <11' c.•tl1i· 
t·n l l)· 11(•11lral fat:t,, l"or cx~lr'r111 l t.\ \Vll(.'ll, i11 t ill' f'r<J l tlf{t>rcts, 

I .<1cl1c•\, .a11<.I Cl1c1r111;c/es, co11r,1gt• j, tlc·fi11<•<I ·'' Jt·\ol11tt• 
f.1t·i11g cit tlo111t.tt·r. Sc>er<tte!'o ol>SC'I'\ <'' tllat .1 111a11 '""'111) f.t<:t'' 
<l.t11~t·1, tl1.11 11t· wc>t1l<l l>c \Yi">e to ~1voicl i .... a f(>cll r.1tltt.•r tl1.11l 
.1 ltl'1t1. 'l"l1t...• J!t...•11t•r;1li.1.;1lior1 to,v.artl \Yl1ic l1 S<K·r.1lt'' 1>0111t' 
tl1(• w.1) ... 1ltl1<tt1~la lie.• (loc' 11ot ;.arrivt: .1t it llllll\C'ff. I\ tf1 .. 1t 
t•tllit-.11 <.'i>rtt.'t'lll' c .. t11 11t.·ver be a<lec1t1;1tel) clcfi11t-<l 111 tc•nn\ 
c•f c•l>,t·rv.1l;lt.· f.1<..·t' alo11t.•. \la11y t)l1ilo,01>l1t•f', l1t•J.t11111111g 
\Yitl1 tl1c St>Jllti\t\, l1avl! belicvecl tl1 .. 1t tl1i' pr1r1l·i1)le le~tll' 
l<• (•ll1ic·al 'kt.•Jllic...·i ... ril. l' lal1> atteftl ()lt•<I l•l C{,jt' .. lJ)f' 'it1cl1 'l('ll­
tic:i-.111 l;y 111 t• .. u1 -; o f l1is tl1eor:· of l•'or111-;, .incl tht• 111t><.lcr11 
S(.'fl4JC>I 111 i11t11 1ti<>11 is111 l)TOIJOSCS a si1r11lar \Y!lY C)llL l nclc.•t•cl. 
al l t l1t• t•thit•nl t li t'(>rics tlcvclo1>c><I si 11c·c.• Sc><·rutc' 111ny l>t 
c·1111siclt·rl·<I u' altt•r1•:1ti''t' cxp lanrit i(l11s ()f tl1c.• 1c1lntf(111 bt·· 
t\vc·t•n fact' a 11 <..I vul1 1<.''-I, tl ~tt o r.lli :, t ic thl't>ric•s slrt•\;s1 n~ tl1cir 
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i11terdepe11dence ancl 1lo11n.lt\1n:1(i,lic 1l1eories strc~sing 
t11c.·ir <lifferences. Socrates, In dern.111c.l111g ratior1al grou11cl\ 
ror l'll1ic:al JUdgment,, hrot11tht Ullt'llllC)I\ to the probJe1n c)f 
tr,1ci11g the loglcal rcl1.1tit>nship\ l>cl\\'een \•alues and facts 
.111d lherehy created ethical philo,ophy. 

Plato. Plato'> thou~ht 111.1y he rc~.1nlc<l t1s "" ende,ivor to 
ans,ver the questions po,c·d l>)' Socrate\, Fro111 t he Re11ub· 
lie 011 th ro1tgh 1l1c l:itt•r t l it1 lt>K11c~ u11(I epistles, Plato coil· 
i,t"ruc lctl a sy~te1natic vi<..•\v o l 11utu1 t>, Goel, a11cl n1a11 l1·01n 
,vJ1icl1 l1e derivecl l1 i~ cthicnl r>• i11l•i1>lc•s. 1 .. 11c fo1111<..l11.tio1l of 
this 1r1etaphysical v i('\Y \Yns the.• tl\t:o1y o f fi'or1n~. ,v)\O'e 

lllC>St SUCCillC.:l ront1t1l11tic>ll 111i1)' lJr fou11<.l in tl1e diSCllSSi<>n 
or the Divid('d Lint•, towurd Jhc end of Uook V 1 of the 
Rc1>ublic. Plato divide' th~ ohJ<'<'I' or ~nowledgc into two 
1nai11 categoric, a11<l eat·I\ c>f tllcsc 111to t'vo subcategories 
s}·1nbolized by 11ncql1al 't'C-t•C">J1\ of tl1~ li1lC. The 1nain 
division is hem ee11 tl1t• rc•,\l111 c>f l·l1~111gi11g. sensible objects 
and that of t111ch;:in~i11l( •• 11>,lr.\<.·t fon11s. Knowled~e of sen· 
'ible objects 01e<111irc<I l>y ,t•n,c..~ pcr(.'('pbon is inaccurate 
nod U1\CCr-l.li11, for tl1t• ol>Jt..-.Ct of Sl'll\e, J1ke tl1e river or 
1 lenaclitus, is in cont1n11:al H11x In co11trast, k1lov.•le<l~c of 
ti111eless fonns i\ l)recise Ol'l<l ri~ot()\1,1)"· provable. Tl\C 
rt•o.t.l1tl of sc11-.il>lc objl'C:t""i j, \Ul>tllvidcd into shado\A.'s ~111<.! 
11t1nges, 1n tl1e lt>\ver s{.·ctior11 .,ncl r1nt11ral objects in tl1c 
tipper :-.ection ... r l1e rt·ul1l1 c,f f<1r111s i' ,u l1cli vidcd into 1natl1· 
t..•n1<1tical fornls a11<l l'lhi f:nl fc>rllls. f\ t t he i11lex c>I' this as .. 
<.:c11t..li ug l i11C is tht• Ji'c>rlll t)I tile (:c>Clcl, i11 re latio n tc) w)1ich 
,,11 <.>lhc r object-. <>f kn<>,vlc<li.tc.• n1t1st I>(· dcriricd if tl1cy ~ire 
tc) 1Je ~tclequatel)' un<lr1·st00<l. 'l'h11s, ctl1 ics is t l1e l1igl1est 
a nd n1ost rigc>rou \ ki11c.l c>f k110\vl1..·dgc, surl1assi11g eve11 
111atl1c111atic\;, but 1t i' nl,o the 1110\t <lif-ficult to atl~tin. 
\ lathe1natic' lead' u' .t\V•t) fl'(1111 rclia1K'e 011 visu~t.I i111agel\ 

<.111<1 'cnsc.· 1>erct·ption, .i11d c.·ll11<'.1l 1>l\ilosopl1y demands ail 
l'Vcn greater effort c•f .t\,,tr1.1<.;l101l. Tl1e objects of etl1ical 
l110\\•led~e are C\ c•11 le•,, vi'U~ll1t...ll>I<' tl1a11 geometrical 
fonn' and numher,-tl1t•) .trc co11<·<'1)l"i and 1>rinciples 
ulti111.itel)· l1nifie<I \111<l<•r tl1t• all-c11<.:<>11>1> .. 1ssing concept of 
the Coocl. 

1\lthough l'l<ltc) Sl•Jtl:tC''l"' in tl1i\ ancl <>thcr passages t l1al 
\.' tl1ical tr\1tl1, ca11 l>l' rig<>rou\ly clt•clt1cccl fro1n :r.c1r. cviclc11t 
axio1ns, a11cl th us i11trocll1!'c•s tilt' 1natl1c111atiC".tl mode] of 
kncl\v le<lgc tltilt lu1-. J(t1iclctl n1n11y 11l1ilosopl1ers ever .since. 
he clclCS nut c 11llJ l c>y •• <lccl1 1c·ti vt• 1;roced111'<..' in l1is cliscus· 
sio11s of s1Jcci fit· ctJ,ic~1l 1'>1(1l•lc·111,, perl1aps bec~1use Ile clitl 
ncll feel t ha t l\e l1ncl )'l'l a llflitlct..l an 01clcqut1tc vision or 1110 
(;oocJ t l1nl "'Oo lcl 'i11pply l1i1n \Vi tl1 t he proper axioms fro11l 
\Yl1icl1 to deduce t11lt·' c>r <.'c>11tlL1Ct. 1-lis actual i>rocedt1rc 
roJ JO\Y~ wJ1at ltc ca)), :\l'l .l'iCCllC)i11g tli.t)ectic, a p rocess of 
ge11eralizatio11 tl1rout,tll tl1e give.~ ,\n<l take of conversation 
.md the consideration of I) pica! c..,,,.,, a process designed 
lo culmi11ate in •lll i11t~llt."Ctu.ll vi,io11 or the structure of 
rt'alit). from "hich, b) • "de"·endmg dialectic" or dcduc­
tic1n from general 11ri1lcir>lt·'· 1>.1rtict1lolr Judgrnents of v.tllie 
can he deduced. Pl.ito\ m.1in go.11 m hi> ethical philoso­
phy is to lead the wuy towurd u Y1'ion of !he Cood. 

The Socratic-Platonic e thical theory identifies goodness 
with real ity and r<'••l ity with intdl ii<ihlc form and thus 
co11clutlc~ tlltlt t he scurcl1 fc>r val\1c n111:r.t leacl tl\Vay fro rn 
se11se l>ercei1ticl11 unt l l>cl<li ly 1> l ca~11rc. 'I' l1is sug~ests t111 
ascetic a 11cl in tcl lt ... Cl,talisl it.• \VUy c>I life ,vl1ich is s11e llecl <>ut 
in full detail in tlw llc1111/Jllc, In th~ cltiscription of the 
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trai n ing of tllc g u ar<l iUrls . So1r1e tliff'crcncc i11 tl'c clcgr1.:c of 
intensity Of the preferen ce f( ) f n1intl ( )Ver body Olt\}' f>eT· 

h~'ps IJc cl;sccr11ccl i 1'l t1"1e i ncrca~i11g se,rerity of tc)ne fro1l'l 
the e;_lrly <li;llogucs to tltc later. 111 the Prvtagvr<lS ;_\11t l 
Symposiu1r1, Socr;_1tes argues for rati<>nal co11tr<>1 c>ver t11c 
body for tl1c sake of g rc;,1tc r l) ICHStire i1'1 the Jong ru11. but 
11c cloes 11ot oppose ple~1sure as s11ch. 111 tl1e Sy1nposil11n 
the unity c>f botly ttr1d 1nirtcl is a lur11inoL1s threttd tt1r<>11gl1· 
out the d i sC\aSsion . Love i s rcgarclccl U'i a scarc l1 for the 
pleasure that c<>nsists in p<>ssess i<>n o f \vl1at is goocl. a 11d il 
i s sl'lO\vr"1 to ex ist on many levels. t l1e Jo,vcst bci n~ t l1t1t <>f 
scxt1al desire and tl1e highest tllat <>f as1,iration tO\Y<:lr<.I a 
v is iOtl of c tc r11ity. \Vllile ~ti l l tinder the i1l flue11ce <)f Soc­
rt1tes, 1>Ji1to disti rlg11 isl1es noble i:>l ea.'\t1 re s f1·0111 base plcn::-.­
u res. ratl'ler tl1a11 C<>nden1ni ng r>leasure i n itself. ~rhe 

i1nHge 11c drav • .is o f SoctfllOS is of ~l 1r1an w l10 eats an<l dri11ks 
heartily a ncl enjoys l1irrlself on :111 levels o f experie11cc, b11l 
in rational ly controlled proportions. Socrates enjoys the 
,,,,.ine at t11e symposiurn tls much as anyo1lC else, but u1ll ikc 
tlle others l1e re1nains sober to the e 11d. 'A''1i le the p<.,et 
Agatho11 bcco1ncs drunk \vith l1is O\v11 rl1ctoric1 S<>crates 
e mploys richly sens11al lang11age and me taphor i1) ~l \V~ty 
s ufficie ntly controlle<l to make a philosophical point nnd " ' 
remains master of his rlleto ric as \Ve il as of l1is body. 

l n the extraordinar ily l)cautiful cJial<>gl1C Pliciecio, \vhicll 
describes the day of Socrates' execution. the theme or 
supe riority of soul to bocly is dealt \\1itl) clircctly, ~ts 1nigh t 
be expected o[ a philosopher who is about LO die. llere 
Socrates c<>mm its hi mself unequivocal ly tc> a r<~jectio11 of 
t11e bocly a r1d its pleastires. tr1aintaini11g t hul a 'v ise n1a11 
looks forward to his ow n death, when the soul is freed 
frorn its cor poreal [)ris<>n. \.Vl1e tl1cr t l1is is <\1l cxacl cxpres· 
sion of' Socrates' att itude to,v•trcl life 1nay, h<>wevcr, l>c· 
doubted ir\ vie\v <>f otl1c r tlialogues, s1 1ch as tile l'rot('gorl1s. 
In a ny C(\se. it is natural fc>r t\ 111a11 confrc>nting clcatll to try 
to set tl10 best ()ossible ligllt on it. l~l1t it w<ls this m<>rc: 
somber, other\vorlclly s t rain in Socrates that ]>Jato in l1i s 
Jater works e labora ted i11to a rr1ystical vision <)fa tin1c lcss 
higher wol'ld . Plato has Socrates say, in Lhe f'hilebus, 
' '. .. l'lO d egree of pleasure, \Yl1c tl1er gret\t or s 1n:.tl l , \Vas 
thought to he necessary to him who chose the life of 
thought and wisdom" (trans lated by U. Jowett, New York, 
1933, Para. 33). 

ln the 1'imaeus, where, sig1l i tic~tntly1 the prol<t~<>ni st is 
110 lo11gcr Socrates but the Pytl1agorcan '"fimae,as. p1cnsurc 
is described as •'tl'c g reatest incitemcr1t to evil;' ancJ Ti­
-innCllS places tile ''ir\feri<>r Sc>u l'' bc]o,v t~1e neck, scp~l­
rating it fror11 tJ1e intellect. Plato's severe CT1stigatio1lS of 
bodi ly pleasures, his sharp separation of soul from body 
tlftd of tllc ctcrrlal from tl1e te nll)Ora], and h is n1ys ticnl 
cosmology e ntail a more extreme asccti c i s1'l'1 tl1~tn tl1;.1t 
preachetl or practiced b y Socrates. 

Plato•s mistrust of bodily p leas ure and perceptual judg­
rn e 11t led l1im to take a n unfavorable v ie w <>f plablic 01Ji 1l­
ion an<l, con.s:eq,.1cntly1 <>f democ ratic i r1stituti<>ns. In the 
Republic, and sti ll more e mphatically in the Laws, he 
proposed that society be rul ed by an in tellectual e lite who 
would l)C trairtecl to govern i n accordance \vith t11eir visio1l 
of e ternal forms. He proposed, in the Lows, a ruthless 
system of pu nishments and the propagation of ideologi­
cally useful myths that would p 1·escrve social harmony a ncl 

clns::: cl istif'1ctiori. Yet clcs[)1te ll is st1f)J><>rt of severe tJunisl\-
1ncr•t for social lrn1lsgrcs .. iono;, l' l ~tto fol l<>,ve<l Socrates in 
l1c>ldi11g, in tile I'rut(Jgurcrs, 1'in1cie11$, a nt i L.c1 tvs, tl1;1t evil is 
tluc 0 11l y t<) ig 11t>ru11(•c"' or n'l<tclr)t'SS <\11<1 tll•1t ••110 111:.tn is 
V<>ltl n t;t ri ly ))atl," <l [>:.tra<.lox tl1a l r\ riSl<>tlc• later lrie<.) \:a(­

iu1lt ly to 1'(~~c)lvc . 

.t\ris totle. Or1e 1r1igl'lt CX J)CCt th ott r\ri s tc)tl (', \VllO Slu<.liccl 
nt Plato 's .A.c:·l<le1-.1y for n1nn}1 ye;1rs, \VC>ulcl tt1ke the snnlc 
vie'v <>f 11:.tl-urc ;11lcl I 1u111n11 ec>rttllrc.:t as l 1 i-. 111cntor . llllt tl1e 
<li tl'c·tc1)C<·s l)f't\Vf;<•n Plato a11tl .1-\.ristcltle arC' 11101·c ft111 tla-
1r1ental th~111 tl1e rcsen•blttnccs. 1\ltl1<J11gl'I Aristotle rlatt1rnll)' 
u -.ccl l l s irr) ilar lcr1ni11olo~y t\11<1 s l1<1rc<I w itl1 Plato certi1i11 
pri nciples a11<l att itt1clco;; expressive <>f tile rati<)11nl ity of 
lle lle11ic culture, l1is n1e tl1c><.I of i11 c1l.1i ry 4.\11<.l lti s conce11tic>n 
c)f t l'lC role o f Ctl1iCCl l t>ti nCi[)l('S i 11 l1111n;t1) ;,\ff;,lirs \VCrC 
diffe rent c11011gh fr<1n1 l'latt)s t<> es tabl isll a r i\'<\I i>11i lo­
S0()~1ieal t rt\c.J ition. f>lttto \\'.lS tt1c rounl'ai nJu,•tttl <->f reJ i~i<>US 
<tncl icJcalis tic <"tl1 ics, \Vl1 ile Arist<>tlc engel1clerccl tl1c 11r1t 11 · 
ralistic t radition . 'l'l1rou~l1011 l tl'c s11l·>scc111 c.·11l l1is t<>ry of 
WesLern civi li?.atio11 , ctl1ical vie\vs tl1i1t l(>c>kecl to ~l SUf) l'a .. 
O(ttl1n1I sc>t1rce, st1c)1 its (.;c>cl c>r [)Ure rcrlso11, for stttndards c>f 
C\'t\ILHtti<>n stc1r1111 ctl frorn t11c: n1ct11,)l\)'S ic ., <>f Plato, \Vllilt• 
1\llt\11·;:t.l is tic l)l1 ilc)so1, l1crs ,v J10 f(1t1ntl s tancJ;t r<ls of v:tltic i1l 
tl1<~ ))asic ncc<ls, tc ntlcncies. ;111<1 cttf>aclties of 111a11 \Vere 
guitle<l by Aristo tlt'. 

r\ristc1tle \V~\S l>C)rO i11 St~\~ir;t, l\ lac·ctlonia, tl1c !\(lO c>f 
Nic<> 1n~1cl1 us, l'ou rt 1>l1y ... it•ia11 t<> J\ 1l\)111t.1-. 11. 1·1c rcceivecl 
ei1rl y lrai11i 11g i11 t> i Ol<>~Y •lru.l 1) l1ysic1log:)' a ncl i11 11)ctl1otls of 
c :1refu l ol,s<~rv:1ti<,11 ancl cl•1ssific~1tior1, <t fact tl1at ntay ac· 
c<>11 nt fc>r l1i!-. l<1t<.:r <.lifre rc11ces \vit11 l)l<tto <>11 tl1e rc, le of 
~ense perc:<'!f>ti<>11 in tl1c t1cc1u i:. it io 11 of k.tl<)'vlc<.lge. \.Vh ile 
l'ltll<> 'vas g 11i<.lccl IJy 1llut11cr11;ltics as a n1oclcl of scientific 
k110,vlc<lgr-. Aristotl e 11lt><lcl ecl l1is syste1n o n b io log)', 
stressi11g t l1c i1tl(>ort<111cc c>f o1)st"'rV<tt io r-l of rect1rrent t>al· 
1t.·1·11s i n n.:1t11r4.!. T11,1s l' l.1t<>'s gc>al f<>r pl1 ilosopl1i c..:<1l ethics 
\VUS lo 1nak<· l11itn<ln ra;.\tl l r L· c<111f<>rrrl t<> a11 icleal b1t1C1Jri 11t. 
\Vhi lc r\rist<)tlc t~til c>recl l1is ctl1lcal t>rincipl es tc> t11c cle­
ma11t ls <>f ht1rn~111 r1atl1rc. 

Aristc>tlc's etl1ic~1I \Vritir1~s. ct111sisti11g <>f tile Eude1tiiti11 
Etl1ics. tl1e 1\Jic<>1r1,1c l1et111 Et/tics. ;.1 n<.I tl1e P<>litics, nll 
c<litc<l by l1is tl isci1:>lc::; fro 111 l1i ~ leet111·c 11t>les, c<1nstit11te 
t l1e firs t systcotal ic i1-.vc~stigati0Tl <)f th<' fo t11•tl:.•tio11s <>f 
c tl1 ics. Si11ce tl1c 1!:1icle 111ian Etl1ics is s 11pe rst!ded I>)' tl1e 
l\'ico111acJ1ear1 Etl1ics r111c.l the Politics is tt11 extension of 
l1is c tl1 ical l1ri11ci1>les l<> s<1cial rcgu l~1tion, tl1is <l i~cussi <>U 
\Vi ii l)C cc1nfint•<-I le> tl1c itleas C<>nt~ti nccl i1) t ile Nico1JJ(/· 
c'1ean Etlrics. 

l 1l Ille latter \Vork, Arist<>tlc's 1rt~tii1 1>11rp<)SC wa~ to cle(ir1c 
\he subject matte r a nd 111ethodolo11y of philosoph ical e th­
ics. Jn d<>in~ so. l1c• 1101'11 tlrc\v 1.11>011 n11t l revised tllc l>eliers 
~l rlcl ''•tl11cs of tl1c (;reek society <>f his li11\c..:. J\ri1"1to tlc 1)e'" 
gi 11~ his st11dy Uy set\rc11 ing fc>T til e C()ll111100 rcatlll'C of all 
things Sit id to be goo<.I a 11cl, i11 co11trast w itll l'lt1to, \vho l1eld 
tll~\t tltcre iS fl l';'Orl11 Of (~00<.l in \Vll iCI) tll l gC)()(] t)1ingS 
"r>:lrtic ipatc," Ari s t<, tle conc lt1cles 1l1at tl1ere are 1t1ri1\Y 
clifi'crcnt S('1lses <>f ''gc><>cl," e;1cl1 <>f \vl1icll n1u st Uc <.leH11ed 
se1)aratc ly for tlic li 111itc..:(I ttrca in '''l1icl1 it n1)pl ics. E.ncll 
st1cl1 ··~ooc!" is 1)111·s11c<I l)y <1. St)Cc;i fic pri1ctic~tl <\rt or 
scic11cc, st1cl1 ~L\ e<.'<>11c1111ics1 1r1i l ilary s tr.1tt•gy. r11e<.lici11c. or 
sl1ipbLlilcling. BtLl t he c 11cls <>f tllC!>.C l)fl rlic11lar clisci1Jl ines 
can l1e iu·r.:tn '-'ctl i1l or(lcr of i111por1 a1lcc, s<> tl1at tl1e sll-



pr(•l'fl(• i;t()()(I < .u1 },c identified '''itl1 tl1t• lo{();t) of the t1lO'-t 
gt•11<-·r,il 1>r.ttt1l·dl -.c1<:1lce to \Yhiclt tltc otl1t·f'\ .1rt ''1l>e>rdi 
n.1tc ()11 .111 1r1cl1\'i<l1101I lf·\·t·I. 1l1i .. all·incl11-.ivt• 't·1t•n<'(' i"i 
ctlti<"': <>11 •' \tW:i.11 lt'\'l'l, 1t i~ politics. 111(" t-.11d of c:tl1ic:' ;, 
t)<-·r,c>11.1I l1n1>1>111c:ss ;111cl that of politic"i j, tht· ~<'nt:r.il \vcl· 
f.trt·, .inti '111c:e tht· gc)()CI of tlit· ,,,.11olc r.\nk .. ul)t)\:t' tft.tt o f 
the.• pa rt. 1><•r\C)11,1 I t•th1cs j,. sLilJortli nall' tc) 1)0litic.·' · I fc)\V 
t 'Vt'1, th i' 1>1·i 11<.·i r>I e clc>t•s nc>t e n 1.1i I, fc>r J\ ri 'tc>tlc. t llnt t11t• 
int livich1al 111u .. 1 \~l l'rific:e 11is i 11tcrt'\I'\ to ti\()~<..' of lhc• cont 
rnunil y, l'Xt't' l>t un <lt•r 111l11:-t.1;1 I f'Or\clit ions \llL·l1 n ~ \var, Uc~ 
<.'au ~c 11(• n *'St1111 c._ •(I 1 li;1t tile 11et•tl' <.>f I 1<>1 h 11c>r11111 I I y <'c>i ncitlc. 

Aristc>llc: 1tlc:11t1fif'\ tilt .. Sll[) l'<'nl l' gooc1 'vitl1 "l'.\J)l)i 1,c.•ss,'' 
wl,it•l1 lit.• t lc fi11t'\ .ls 1l1c c·xcrci't' o f 11al 11J'al )1u111a11 facu ltu:' 
i11 .1ccc>l'tla1l.cc• v.1itl1 virtue. l Jis r1l'xt tnsl is to t lt·fiut• 'i rtuc 
.t\ :t "ki ll H J>J>ropr1ittt~ to a specific factalt). ,t11cl 111.: t li\ti11-
gt11,)1t•\ t\vc> cla.''"s of , irtt1C-~-tntellect,1.al atl<I 111c.>1.1l. 
Tl1<-•rc• •••t.• fi, (' i11tt·llectual faculti<.·'· fro1n ,,1J1i<.•l1 .tn~c ,trt, 
'c1cnc-t•, ir1t111t1on, r("a'\Otlin~. and 1>ractit·.1I \\'l\dc>1n. I le 
clffc•r, .1 lc'"" 11\l of r11or..1I , .. irt11c,, clef1n1ng t•.1c.:h .1, tilt' 
rnt-.1n b(.·t\Yt.·t•11 tltt• cxtre111es of citll<.'r ('1not1or1 t>r tender>· 
l'tC' le> ~1t·tic>11. l··or in~ta11ce, courage I\ ti•<" 111can l>ct,vce11 
the <'XC'f.''' ,111cl tl1t· clclicic11cv of tl1e cmoti<>ll of fc.ir, tc•n1 
(>t.•r.111<.·t• 1, till' 111e~1 11 l>et\\'e~n t l1e tctl<lencie' ltJ e.1t a11<l 
dri n ~ lc)C) 1n t1cll •>r loo little. j u sl iCf' j, t ht• tn<•,10 \Vtl ll re 
' JJ('<'t le.) ll1t· cli:-t1il>11, it)11 of gc)ocls or c.>f l'\111i .. l1n1t•11''· ~J'l 1t· 
IJull ~•f the• JVf(.u1tic1c/1eati Etliics co11tnins < l <.• l. ~i lccJ :tflnl y­
s t·s fl l ll1c• C:l'llcri<-l c>I SJ)eci fic llloral ' ' irlu('\, 'l'ltc• '111111 re•· 

su it <>f Ar1 \ l1>l lt 's l ll''t~st ig-at ioa1s is tht• t l(•fi11ltic>n of' l1.11J1>i· 
n<''' ,., lhc ~c><>< I l irl' as a<.·l ivity in accor<lan<'<' \vith virtue. 
.tuc l 1 l1u, U \ l 1 1c~ ll,i 11 non iou.:: fn I fi 11 n•<•nt t>f 111.tn'' 11.,tu nil 
tt'lltlt•nc. it•\, 

Summary: S ocrates, Plato, and Aris totle. He1t1111in~ to 
tl1t• ct•rllr.11 1•rol>len1s of ethical tl•t"Or), 011c 11l,l\ ha1~1rd .t11 
C\t1111.1t1cJ1t <1f tl1<• ('011trill11tions of StK.'f.tl<',. 1>l,1to, .11icl 

A11\lt>tlt• lt> t)•c•ir c.·l.1r1lic.o1lio1a. Socr.ttt•\ '"·'' tltt• fir\l le, 
rc(-c1~1l11c tht• 11••1.>ort.111C"l' of .lrl~tl)'Zing th<' 1tl(',tta111J,t of 
J.((>Od, rigl,1, ju,t. a1,cl \'lrtt1ou'i. ,l11cl of ,\rti(•t1l.1tin1t tl1c 
\to.lncl~\r<I, for a~cril>i11g t l1c.;;e propcrtic.•, Pl.1tc1 <·h._lrtccl n 
spiritt1.tlt,tic· <lart•t·li<.>11 for fi11c.ll11g the ot01i\Vt'r' tn u tt•._\lnt of 
ti1nelt' '\ 1c.lc.·._1 l'i, \vl11 le Aristotle loc.ttt·c.I th<' .tll\\Y('t'\ in the 
sc11·1,tific· ' lutly of l>it>lclg)', l)S)'C'ho l<>g). nn<l 1l<>litit,. (;ootl, 
f'c>r P lnt,l, 111t•.1 11s 1'l''t'111blo111cc to t l1(• 1l 111·c· l•'t)rlll, or uni vt•r .. 
sn ) 1ll<><lc•I o( gO<>c.l1le:-:s, \Vllich serves il' lh <' \t,111tl,,1·<I ftlr al l 
va l11c..• j 11<.lu 111c 11ls. At•tic)11s arc rig-ht, la\\'!'. nrf• j\11;1, 1u1<l 1>c<J­
J>ll• arc vi1t11<>u s to tJlc t legree to ,vl1ic•h tl1cy <..'on rc>r111 lo tht• 
iclf'.t l 11 1t>tl<.·I. lt(>r Arisl<)tle. g<lod n1e;.111 ' tli<· ;1cl1it'Vt'1uc11t uf 
tl 1c• f.tt,,1 ), .1t w lli<.·11 1111111;.111 l)Ci11gs n:it11r•tl ly ,1i111, tl11.• 1>n l· 
ant·c<l .t11U r<llic>n.t l s.1t1sf.1ctt(>J1 of <lc~ i re) to wl1 ic·)1 l1c g1vt•\ 
th(' 11.lllll' "lt.lt)J}llll'SS ... llight ~tctio11,jtl\I );)\V\. ,111cl \•irltlOtl\ 
cl1.11.1c·tt·r .11t.• tl1<..· 111e.111s of clchievi11g i11<l1viclt1;1I .t11<I \OC1~1I 
w<-•ll-bc1n)l. All tllrce 1>l1ilosopl1ers agrct• i11 i<lc11t1f)·11>1l 
indiv1tltr.tl J(tkKI '"''itl1 s<><.:ial gOO<I a11cl in <le(111111.c 111or,.tl 
t"()llt'<'lll\ 'ut.·11 a.s justice and virtue in tcr11t\ C)I tl1t· .1tllil0 Vl"'" 
n1cnt of J,t()O(I, 

A1o ral re1110 T1.Slbillty. 1'11c c..-oncet)t ,,f 111oral fC'IJ)Otl\tbil .. 
ity th.1t uc<1u irccl cr11cial importance in l ~ttt•r (;l1r1\t1an 
t l1011gl1t \YU' <>11ly o l,llc.1ucl)' consiclcrccl l)y t>l,1to ,111<l 111orc.• 
fL111 y, ulthouli(I• i ncon <.·I 11~ i ve ly, clc11l 1 w i tit ll) 1\ ristotlc. 
l'lat•>. \Vilt, ltlcn lifiecl \1 irtue \vitl'I l' l1 ilc>s<.ltllli('otl uncle r 
Sl<\11cl i11J.(. ('01,cl\1clccl t l1at "11c> c>11c docs c.•vi l vc)lnnt.tri ly," \Cl 
th 11t wrong .1c·ti<>11 is tll\v:lyS clue t<> i 11tellcctt1a l c r1«J1'. A1·i.s-
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totle recogni1cd that i11t~llc.•ct••~1l c~rrot 1n11~t be distin­
Jtl1isl1e<I fro1n 111orat 'itt·. \itlt't· tilt' rormcr, t.1nlikc tl1e lat­
ter, i' in,·oluntary. 111 or(lt·r tc> tl1,l1nt(u1~l1 punishable e\'11 
from innocent misto1kes, It<• c~1>Jainec.l vice as due to \YTOn~ 
desire as '':ell as poor JUd"mcnt. ·r he \v1ll, for Aristot le, i~ 
ration~1lly guidecl clcsirc, for111t·cl l>y n1oral ec.lueatio11 untl 
training. But sir1cc cvc11 volt1n tury t\tti<>n is clctcrtnincd by 
11atur<.1I tcntlencics •tntl c,,rly trui11lng, Aristotle searched 
for an <1dditional ft\Ct<>r to ncc<>,111L fc>r the frccclo111 of choice 
neCCSS{ll'Y ro r 1nora) reS()t>nsilJ ilily. I le t•\oug J1t )1e f<>uncl 
that factor in clc)ibcratit>n , tJ1c <.'On~ icler.ttio11 or reasot1s for 
anti <.tgai11st a e<>urse of nc:llon. 1'hc• lurthc!r q,1cstio n, t•s to 
'vhether, \vl1e11 a11 .lge111 <lt•l1l>c·r;1tcs. ho l•ns any c11o ice o f 
and co11seqt1ently a11y rt•\1)()1a\il>il i1 y fo l' tile outcome of his 
cll'liber,1t i<>1'I, \v;ts n<>t l't>n,i<.lcre<.I by Aristotle and re111a int> 
.1n unsettled issue bct\vce11 clct('11nin1~t\ an(l libcrt<tnans. 
In general, tl1e concc1ltt> of frt•c will <-lll(I mor.il resJ>()nsi .. 
llil1t) did tlOl l>ec<>Jrl<.' 111.1ttcr\ of ~rc~lt concen1 unt il the 
ri\C of Chri~ti.lnit). \\.'ll<.·n l)(:OJllc bt>camc preoccupied 
'~•ith otl1ern•orldly re\\'arcl' ,\11<1 p\111i~l1111cnts for moral 
conduct. 

HEl..l..ENIST lC ANO ROMAN ETHICS 

D uri11g the two 111 i l lf·111l iu frorn lllc deatl1 c>f Aristotle in 
t l1c fc)utt l1 century ll .C. to the r[,e <)f nloclcr11 i>llilosophy in 
t ile sevcr1tecnth centu1'}' A.I>,. th<' i11tcrcsls o f etl1ical thi nk· 
e rs shiflccl froin thcc>rc..'t it•:il to 1>1'uclical e tl1ics, so that Ji llie 
cl<.lv;1nce \Vt\ s 11tatlc in t11c clariflcatl<>n o f tl1c 1ncanings of 
cll1ical coi1ccpl~1 \vl1ilc. <>1l tl10 ()\her hand, ncv.' concep­
lio11s of tl1c goal~ of l1111n,\n lift• ~ 1 11<1 11c' v codes of co11duct 
were fashioned. The plulo,oph1cul school< or Skepticism, 
Stoicism, E1liCtll'eani"i1n, ll•l<I 'Jt"<>pl,\tonisn1 tl1at set the 
<'lhie,11 tone or llcll<·n1'llC and Homan tho .. ght offered a 
I} pe of mtellectual guidanc<' that "._, more like religious 
teacl1in~ than like scie11tif1c 1r1qt1iry ·'''<I pavecl the way for 
tl1e conquests of Cl1ti,t1~1r1ity. ·r11c popular conception of 
p l1ilo.;01>lty a.' ·'" .1tt1t11<lc of 1ndaffere11cc to misfortu11e 
~1ppl1es best to tl1is yx:r1ocl1 ir1 ,v)1ich l>l1ilosophy arid rel i­
g:ion were 1\c.1rly in<li'it insz,11 .. t,ul>lt· 

T he subtlety ofSocratc< tho11gh1 ;, attested to by the vari­
e ty of scl1ools th a l t lC'vt:l<>J}Ctl c1ut t)f hi "i tcuclling. PJ;\tO ai•d. 
tl1r<>ug l1 Pla to . J\ rist(>tlc 1lrOl):d1ly represen t ll1e Socratic 
i11fluc l1cc 1nost ccl1n 1) lc trly. l~tl t tile Stoic , , EpicuJ'C~l ns, 
at1cl Ske1)tics :\lso <>wccl 11\t•i r g u iding 1>rinc i(l lcs to Soc­
l'n.tcs. ;\ rist11>pus of \.yrt•nc.•, ut firs t u disci1l lC of S<>crates, 
founded the school of C>•rcnaicism, which followed the 
simple hedonistic pnncipl~ ch.it plc,1sure is the only good. 
Anti\the11es, :l.11otl1er Socratic t li\Ciple, fol111ded the Cynic 
school on tl1e apparent!) oppositt• p1 inciple that the good 
lift· i!t one of indiffcr<'nC(' lt> lx>tl1 plea~ure and pain. The 
C)·nics, of \vl10111 Oiogc1lC\ \\'OU the• •nollil reno\vncd. rc­
Jt"Ctecl the con1fort\ of Ci\.·1li7.01t1or1 a11d livt.>d alone in tl1e 
foru~l!t, liL.c tl1e dogs ~•ftt·r ''"l'c,rtt tl1e): named themc;;clves. 
C)'r('11aicisn1 developccl 111to EJlt<'11rcilnis1n, a1ld C)'nicisr11 

m to Stoicism. Soon ,1fkr the death of Aristotle, Pyrrho of 
l::lis initiated the phil o<ophy of Skepticism, influenced by 
lloth tl1e S<>phlst ar\cl tl\c Socr._1tie cril ic1~ms of conve11tion­
ul IJclicfs. Aecorcli1lg tc) SlC'1)licil'>n1, 1•<> j11clgm e nts

1 
e ither of 

fact or of va1t1e. cnn IJc u<Jcc:.1t1ut0Jy ll l'O\•ed. so tha t tl1e 
I>l'OJ)Cr phi loSO[)l\ica1 1\ ltit11c1c- l(l t.,kt· lo warcl Ll1c ~1etions of 
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otl1crs is o ne of lolcr;\nt cletaclln1ent. a11d toward o ne ' s own 
actions, extreme cautio1'l. l1'1 ttlc scCOl'lCl century u.c., t~1c 
lca<lc rs of I:>Jatc)s Ac~1<lemy. Arcesilltus ant1 Co1rneitcles. 
adopted Skepticism, and Carneades developed a theory of 
prc>l>ilbility ,,.J,icl1 lu.: Ul)L) li ccl to c th ic HI j \1clg1nc1ll~. DLtring 
tl1is pcriocl, the Perip:.1tetic scllool at Aristc>t1e's Lyceum 
continuetl tl'lc A1· i ~totelian traclitio n 111\til it 1)lC1'gccl l111al l}' 
\vith Stoicis1n . 

Epicureanism. E picurus (c. 341 -270 n.c.) founded one 
o f the t\V() cJ01ninaJ)t p J1i losophical .schoc>)S <>f the era bC­
t\Veen t))C denth of .l\ri:::totle a11cl the rise of C l1ristianity. 
T l1c other dc>minant schoc>I was, c>f course, Stoicis1n . TJ,cse 
two tra<.lit io1)_'i arc ofte1) t hol1g ht of as clia1l\Clrica l oppos ites, 
yet it 1nay p ltlL1sib ly be '-'rguecJ that the d ifferences bc­
t,vccrl t l\e1n were 1nore verl>al tl1af\ st1b'itn1ltial. Both vie\vs 
o f life were fLlnd~l. 1ncn t~\ l ly [>essirn is tic. directed n'\01·c 
to,varcl escape fr<>m pain than to v.'ard tl'c l)OSitive im­
pr<>verncnt of tl'c l\ull1a1\ conclitio1,. Hotl\ enc<>uraged i1'\(li­
,1iclual \vitl1<lrawal fron1 the public arena of s trL1gglc fo r 
eco1•0111ic an<l politic~11 1·eforo1, i11 l'<.1vor of pers<>n a1 seJf .. 
mastery <tncl inclc 1)<:1lcle r1ce o f social conditions. T ho la ter 
Ro1nt11l Stoics modifiecl ll1i:, extre rr1e ir1c]i,1idualis1n ancl 
p laced more stress on civic dl1ties, l) t1l cverl tl1ey preached 
rc~ig11atio1l to t he irnperfectiorls of social 01·gar1izatio11 
ratl1er thttn efforts at im1)rovc1nent. 

E1>ic1.1r,1s l)n"c<.1 h i'i e tl1ics on the atornistic rna tc riulism c>f 
D emocritus, tc> 'vhicll ))c ucl<.lcd tl1e inlp<>rtant n'oclification 
of incletcr111i11is1r1 by postula ti1)g a ten<-lenc}' <>f the a t<>n1s 
that make up the human body-nnd particularly its "soul 
a t<>1ns·· - to S\VCrve unpreclicL'll>l)' fro111 t l1e ir nor1r1al paths, 
res11lting in 111lp1·cclic.:table h uman actio ns. lr1 this way, 
Epicuru~ t l1c>ught he C0ll1<.1 ~\CC:<>unt fo1· frce<.I01ll o r t11e 
\Viii. He t1 'iSL1111c<.l that frceclo1l1 of cl1c>ice of ~\ctic>n is i1)­
corr•patil>le \vitl1 tile clcler1ninistic l)ri11ci1}IC tl\Ut a ll events 
arc llCCC'iS;.lry results or n11tcce<.lent C-llUSes. R11t tl)iS 
iclenti ficatic>n <>f frce<loin with pure cllan<..-c sccrns to e ntail 
tha t ;l cal>ricic.>us person is rl'IOrc free t llan a r~1ti<>na1 ancl 
principle<l perso11, and sucl1 a c<>ncltision woulcl <..'Ontr;_tdict 
Ep ic11rus ' c>,vn vi.sio n of 1nc)ral life. F'or Epic11r\1s' 1l\tlin 
c.liffe rcncc \vitl1 l1is C)1re 1'\aic p rcclccessors lay in h is cc>n· 
v ic tir>n t llat, hy the 11sc of reason, l>n e cc)1J lcJ p lan 011e·s life 
and sacrifice 1no1ne11tary p leasures for l c>n~-run benefit. 
Like ll1c Cy1·e1laic.:o, E t>icuru s ll.elcl t~\Ut t) lcasurc is tl•e 
s irtglc st~\n<lar<l of goocl. l\u t l'lc <listinguis11ed ''na tl.1l'al 
1>lcasures," w }1ic-h are moclei'atc a1\<.I •1ealthful. fron1 "un· 
natural .. sat iatior1 <)f greed and l1Jst. l--lis 11anlc fo r 1nocle rate 
(\l'ld 11atur~tl J)]easure was ot<rraxia, ger1tle 1n<>tior1s in t11e 
l>c>dy v.11,ich Ile 1·cg~lrtle<.I as the pl1ysiologic~;ll cxpla1)ation 
of pleasure. He proposed, a' the ideal way of life, a rc­
laxe<l, le isurely exist<!ncc, co1lsi.'iting in 1r10<.lerate indul­
gence of tl1c flllJlCtites, cultivatic>n of t l1c intellect, and 
convcrsatic>n \Vith fr iencls, ,v)1icl1 is ho\v Epict1r11s himsc~lf 
)i vc(l and tau~l1t in l1is fa1nous gar<.lcn . 'l'\vc> ccr1turies ({tter, 
Epicu rcanisnl \V;;tS c~h1bl islled in Ro111c by l .. 11crc tit1s 
(c. 99- 55 n.c.), whose in Huential poem, On the Nature of 
'J'hi11gs. l1ely>e<l to sprea<l Epicurcanis11'I an1011g the llornar1 
nristc>cracy. 

Stoicism. Stc>icis1n was by far t l1c 1r1ost imr,rcss ivc jntel­
lectu al acl1ieverrlen t of J·l clle11istic a11<I Ron,an c-.1lture 
J) l'ior tc> C hristia11ity, r>r<>vi<ling ~\n e tl1ical framev.rclrk 
w itl1in ,v)\iC)) 1tlcta1>tlys ical s pecula tion , natur.11 science, 

psychology, and social thought co<1lcl flourish to such a 
lligl'l clcgrce tllat St<>icisrn l1as no t u11jL1~tly been ide11ti fie<l 
in the pLtb li c 11'li1tcl v.•itl' J111iloso1) l1y il <>clf. t l1ut is, \vitl1 tl1e 
clisti11ctively ''r>l1i l<>sopl1ical .. atlitu<le t<>w~trcl life . Like 
every g:rent tra<.li tion, Sto icistl'l evolved t l1rc_)t1g l1 nla11y 
stages ancl tllus c<>mt>re11end~ tl great variety elf specific 
l)eliefs. llistoriur1~ gencml ly <lis ti11g ui sh tl1rcc n•ain )tagc~ 
of its development: 

(I) T he eo rl y Stoa-which de rived its name from the 
[)Ort ico, o r porch, <>n \vl1ic)1 t he early Stoics lectured­
\vl1osc imp<>rtatlt figures 'vcrc Zen<.) of Cyy>rus, C lca11tl)CS1 

ancl Cl1rysi1>pus. C l1rySil)l)ltS 1na<lc tl1e 1no'it .;ul>stantial 
cor1trib11ti<>ns to Stoic lo~ic arlcl tl1cory <)f kn<>v.•lec.lgc. T l\c 
earl y Stoics rc 1nainccl clo~e to Cynicis1n in rcconln1e11di11g 
,vitl1<.lrn,val fr<>m com1nunity life -'i<-> as tc> ren<.ler 011esclf 
i11de1)encler1t of 11lt\tcri nl 001nforts, social fo:-;llior1s. H1)cl the 
<>f)inio11~ o f Ol)e·s fe llo\v 1r1e11. ·r11eir eth ical g<>ill v.1ots tlle 
achicve1r1cnt of a1}utl1y, tl1e stt\te elf i1lcliffcrc:1)C<" to l) l<'.!<tst1re 
ar1cl pain. 1·hey cc>nsidcrctl rcaso11 to l>e tl1c cli~ti 11ct i vC' 

natt1re of 1non a1'lcl p rol)osccl t l1at <>nc sll(>t1lcl live ''i1cc<>rd­
i n~ to n;:it11re'• ancl th u s accorcli11~ t<> r~ttlc>11al pri11cit>1cs of 
conc:l t1ct. 

Witl\ t l1c Stclics, t11r; CC>llCCf>t <>f clL1ty ~tCQltirccl a ce1•tr;,1l 
t>lacc in ct11ic-., u.s t.'<)11forn1ity t<l 11101':\I rt11cs \vl~icl1 tl1ey 
ide ntified w ith l;.1,vs <>f l1unla11 r1~tture. 1·1,e later l\t>n'lf1.11 
Stoics tlcvelO[>C<.I t11is c1c>ctrir1e int() tl1e tllCOr)1 c>f na tt1ral 
la\v t)J) \\1llich llo n1an ju rispru<.lcnce \Vas largel}• l)a~e<I . 

M ost c>f tile Stoics 'vcrc 11•atcria li ~ t .;, yet i111b11ccl \Vltll 
natur.11 piety, and many ide ntifie cl God with the Logos or 
1-l e rac:l itus. as a t11'l ivcrsa l ''fi re'• <>r c 11c rgy o f 11a ture ein­
l>t>c.lied in iL.; la\\•like prc>ec~~c~. Ivl~tny \vcre fatal i~ts, 1nai11-
tai1l.i 1lg t11at 111;_\ 11 <.>tin con1rol l1is cl c'>li11y <>nly Uy rcs ig1ling 
lli mself to ii . a 11ri11cit:>le tl1al co1ltraste<l v ivi<lly \Vitl1 t l1e ir 
c1n1>llasis <>n r;_1ti<>nal ity ~11.d sc l f~co11trol. ' rl1e}1 s<>t1gl)t I<.> 
reconcile lhi 'i CXt l'Cllle t le lCr111i11i sln \V il)l frCf'C)OlU i.lll<.l 
1lloral rcsponsil>il it}' l>y 111e~tns c>f t11e Aris t<>telian clisli1lc· 
ti<>n l>etv.,ccn <.:Xtc1·1, a l a11<.I inte r1lal causatio11, t1111s '> ll~­
gesting t l1a t tlle free 1nar1 is c)nc \Vlll), i11 11ncle rstan<-liI1g t11c 
11cccs:-.ity <>f ,v]l\\t bcf~111s l1i1n, accc1>ts it ;_\11 <-l tl'lt1s freely 
cl1c><>ses il. n soll1tic>11 ecl1oecl i11 n1o<l ("rn tl1ot1gl1t l>y 1 lc­
gcl's clcfi11itic>n c>f frct:<.lo1n as th<~ recc>g1litic-,n <>f 11cccssit)._ 

(2) T he middl e Stoics, notabl y Panaetius anti Pos i­
c.lc>nius, bro11ght Stolcis1n to Ro111e, sl)ill) i1lg tho cl<>ctrir1e to 
t l1e tlol itical-111ir1dccl11 css <>f tl'c llor11ttns by 111t>dify i1)g its 
extreme incli virl11ali sln arlCI s tres'\ing tile i111J)<.:irtance of 
social <.lt1ties. 

(3) T 11c la te Stoics, Seneca, Epic tc t11s, M1-11'Cl1S Aurelius, 
ar1cl, to sol'r1c exte nt, (;icero-\vho acceptecl <>Ill)' ccrtai11 
parts of Sloic clc>ctrine-<.lcvclc>p e<l tl1c ideal or a ··cosrl'lOl) ­
o lis.'' f>r 1111ive rsal brotl1c rl1oocl of ma1,, i1l w h ic11 al l 1ncr1 
\\'011l<l l)e rccogf1izccl as l1avi•lg CQLttt1 rigl1ts and rcspo11s i­
b1lities, an ideal \Vllicl1 C J1ristianil)' ~1Usorl>cd i nto its co11· 
ception of the "City of Cod" and which, in the modern 
age. Ka11t matle tl1e cor-11c rs t<>nc of l1is systc1n o f ethics. 

Ncoplatonisrn. Epic11r<'!:.1nis1n ofrered a \vay of life t l1nt 
v.1as <>per1 011ly tc> the lcis 11re class. Stoici~111 :.lPt>C•llcd to 
l1igl'lly re flective 111cri o f ~11 1 cl:t ,ses, ~\s cvi<lcncecl by tl1e 
fttct that tl1c two great figu res el f late St<>icls111 were t11c 
ecluc;ltccl slave Epic te tL1S an(! t11e e 1n1)C1'<)r ~1arCllS Alt· 
rclitis. Ho\vever, Uoth l)11i lo)opl1ic~1I ''le,vs cc>t1lcl iJltcrest 
<>11ly tl1ose of a '\t1ffic ien tly lli gl1 lt·vc l <>f cdt1Ctltio11 (t11cl 



thO,JJ.tlltful lt•11•1x·r~1111e11t 10 pl~tce 1ntcllectt1.1I ''alue) .above 
Jll otf1<·~. A~ tl1t~ Rornan En1pi1e <lccl1nt•tl, .111cl red.Son 
'C<'fllt•tl f)O\\·<·rl<•')\ to solve tl1c intcn~e eco11omic untl \O­

ci.11 ptol>lt•t11.s of tf1e l-'ltlptre, an at1n0\5lht·rt" 0£ l)C))llOl\1"11 

u11() <li,.1ffcctior1 with re-.1son l><'gan to prt•vo11I, n $1luation 
which Gilbert Murr.iy has cle,cribccl as ··,, foi lure of 

.. r ncrvt-. ntt·rc"it incre;\\Ctl ir1 fincling \UJ>cr11,\tur;1I route' tc> 
sulvati<>ri of t ht· l: ir1tl <>fl(•rc<.I b)' v;.1rio us rc•ligiou~ cul t", .ind 
evf•n i n t he i11t<•ll(~ctuu l scl1<>ol s the stuc.ly c)f lc>J4iC uncl 
11;1t1.1r11I sclc•11cc.• t lcclinc·rl in ft1vor of u sc·:11·c·h (c)r 1>syclu>log .. 
icnl tn<•n1's <>f cs(·~lJ)C f'rc>nl s11fferi11". 'J'l1e JJl1il<)'i(IJ1hy of 
Ncoplutonbm ra, hionc'd by l'lotillU\ k. 204-270) off<''""' 
ru1 in tc ll t·<:tu ,d l'(>Jl) t<> salvation, v.1)1i le t•arly C hri\l1.111it)1 

J)dVCCI ~11'1 (.' l llOli<>J'lal a11<l rituali~tic l1igl\\Yil) f()W,ir<I the 
\a111c d<·\t111.1t1011. L.;.ater, these ''''O ro.td\ convcr~c.·<I. 

1>Joti1lu\ lectur<•cl irl Ro1ne and, Jfler hi~ clc.ttl11 lti\ note\ 
W(·rc (•dited by Ju, di<ciplc Porphi7Y. fonnlnit the work 
ent11lt·d 1-:,1nec1d.J-,o c-alled be<""".Ju'e tlf il'I cli\1\it>n into 
ch~ll>ler.., of 11ir1e sectio11~ caC'h. Plot111u~ <lcvelopc.~I one 
<train of Pl.1to\ thought, the ascetic my<hCl\ITI or the p;l>­

\Jl;t'\ on the F'nrrn of the Coocl in the /lepubl1c and till' Svm-
1>oslu1n J 11cJ the ll.ilr1tl1eistic rnt~taphysics <>r the_· TJ,·t1t1cu3. 
Aceorcli11g to J>Jc.>tint1s, 1l1c world Is u ... ertc\ c>f <.•1n~lt)1tt 1on\ 
or ovcrllr1\vi ns,t\ of t lie One, tlit: ineff.11,fe u11cl ulti1nate 
reality c1I \vl1ic:l1 eve ry cletc rn1i11ate tl1ing- is a JJ<lrl. ']'he One 
Is SC> tn111scc11<l<.•11t a~ to Ue in<.lcscribal1I<>, ' 'the One, tr:111-
\Cf'11 tli11g inte llect . tr;l11sccnds kno,vi11g.'' Uul 1f the ()u e 
cu1111<Jt l1c• tlt•sc·ri llec.I, il can at l('ast Ut· ncgativ<•ly c-hurn<.·· 
tcrr1.e<I i11 ll·1·111s c>f \vl1a1 it i ~ nc>l, 11arncly, thnt il ;, out 
li mit<.•tl by n11y finite )) ro1,erti es. Tl1is nt•jt'ativc ~l111n1cte>r• · 
Zillio 11 of tl1c 011c~ \Vols 1l1c 'i:Ourc.-e of Christin11 '' n<'u.atiVC' 
thcolo11y,'' tht• dt"cription of God in krms of the denia l of 
nil mode, or limil.111011. 

111<.• ()nc t:111,1,1ates intelligible 1-~orrn~ or 1>l11tor11c ldcoi.), 
Ot1I of wl1it·l1 tl1c \Vorltl So11) procluce\ 1n<l1,·icl11al \Otils 
which 1n lt1n1 c111a11dte lo\ver bci11gs i11 d 1ln>C<:''' t)ial .i.p. 
proacl1t•\, l>ut doe~ 11ot quite reacli. pure.· n1Jltcr. ~t.11tcr, .u 
tot._,f forJ}llc•'''l'-'!tS, i\ ~o far frorn tnJe l>eing tl1~1t 1t tlcx·~ not 
cxi~t. l clt•••tifyir1g evil '"'ith r•1~1tter or for1n le,,nt'\\, t'lotinu' 
concln tlt.~<I t h.tt e' ii clc1e~ J1ot exist in a11 .11,,0Jt1tc 'IC'nsc, btit 
C)Jlly u' lnc4"1r1111lctcr1ess c>r 1~1ck of g0<>ll. ' fhi ' ut'<.'•Ju rit of 
evil II\ l1avi ng 11<> r>0s iti vc cxiste1~ce 'v11s lilte'r ndo5Jted 11Y 
J\11g 11,\ti111.: n11c l lllO,'. l Sll l)St!llUCJ~t tJ1t'l)IC>j..!ht1ls. 

S• >1 · · I ><l11c<S with lll ('C I ()li 11 l11t, fc, llo\vi11g l'lnl<>, eQli.1tc:c J..(C)C. · · . 
real ity a11<I t•vi l \Vil h u 11rc.·a lit y or (listu11ce rrt>lll tl1~ ()~f'. II 
followt•c,I tl1ul virtue consi!o.ts in JJltr.).ti11g the i;cu1I orrcliaiicc 

• I · I ·t . 1 l\C(•11d tlw on scrl\ltH Jl l \'H\ 111't·~ ;tr1c.l 1111agery, sot 1al • c.11 • , 
lntlclt:r of 1,ci11u .t11<I ret11r11 to its sourt·(' in tl1t.· 0 11<" rllifc 

I · ti rou«h >c -cu n11natio1t of th1~ process of pt11ificat1011 1 "" 
clc·ninl 1s tl1t· 111>·,t1eal experience of re11nion 'vitll tile Oil~f 
wl\ich Pl(>l111u.s tle.scrihes-ha,-i11e: expcncn<.,-etl it Jiiin'c 
.it lt•."t four tnne>-.is "the Right of the Alone to the 
Alon~:· "I"ht1\ , artt1c for Plotinu~ as lnt(."r for At1Ji:' 1~11nc, 'f 
not it\ f)\\'fl rt>w.lrcl b~1t i~ a 1neans to a r11et.1pJ1y'ic.il ... t.itc 0 

bl~\\cclnt•,s. In the words of the hi<1ori:111 IV. 'I . Jone>. 
"Li~l' other r11 ('r1 o f l1 i-, tirne, l'lotin t1s: fot111<I tlli\ 'vorl(I u 
SPa of trouh l"' .rnd a val~ of tc;irs; like thcrn he "'"~ht ~o 
f<•nvc it: untl li ke tlacrn l1c foun<I perfect pc.ice ()ll Y

1 
11

: 
t i I JI . ., I f I . ·c v w·" ub,oricc o 1or,vcu· t 111 css. 1 lcl \V ·n111c ·1 o t 1\S v1 ' • II I , 

. CJ I . I d . I I 'Y '""' hllrt y ;u 1111<> 11· \ l1n11, r .. 11n~ic. ancl J11 ~1 1c t 1CO <>H .... . 
• • . J' Plnf,)lll lilfl o n 

ovcrc•\t 11 na tctl, itl tl1011gl1 the 111fl ue 11ce <>J 
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Judaism ""'> mamli throui:h Philo Judaeus (fl. 20 B.C.­
A.L>. 40), an A)e,andrinn JC\\ and contemporary of Jesus, 
wl\O con1bined element~ of ~to1<·1~r11 with a Plalonistic 
intcrprctntion of Judaic tht"<>IOit> and ethics. 

(The above ~cction on llelleni'it ic n1t<I Roman ethics was 
prcparecl fn coJlabor.,taon \\1 itl1 1>rofes~or Richard O . 
I laynes of the University of I l.1wni1.) 

MEDIEVAi. ETHICS 

'fl1e rise of Chrisli1111 ,,li iloso1>hy. out of a. fusion of 
Greco-Ro111;.111 tl1t)ng:l11 with J 11clai'i 1tl 31\(I clc11Jents of othe r 
1'.liddle Ea.stern religions, 1Jrotlucc.•d u 11c"' era i11 tl1e J1is­
toty of etl1ics, altl1ouglt 0 11c tl1.lt \va,o, prcp~tred for by Stoi­
ci.s1n and Neoplato11is1n. Tl1e Stoic concern \vith justice 
and self-1na!lte ry. a11cl tll<" Neo1>ldton1c .searcl1 for reunion 
'vith the source of all l>c.•i111i(, "'<'ft." co111bir1ccl in early 
Chri<tian philosophy with the Jud.1ic belief in a personal 
Cod. wl1ose commandment' are tl1e 1>n111~1I source of moral 
autl1ority and 'vhose favor i4' tilt' ult1n1.1te goaJ of hum:i11 
life. T'vo s()l1rccs of etl1ical 4't.and.Lrtl,. l1un1an reason a11d 
d1v111e \Viii, were Jl1.:.;t.1po,ed in one ~ystem of ethics, ancl 
the tc11sion betwee11 thc111 was reflectecl in conflicti11g 
sectari~1n i11terpretations tlf tht·cl lo~ic~ll principles. 

From tlic second to the r<>ttrth ccnt11ry, Christianity 
spre~1cl through tl10 Rom1u1 J~111 1>irc, ofr1..•1·ir1g the poor •1nd 
the oppres!le<I a 11,Jpc f(lr otl1t•rw()rlclly J1n1)pi11css ir1 com ­
pcnsnt ior1 fo r lhe il· <"rtrthl y sufl'crinJ~. nr1cl tJ1,1s a 'vay of life 
,vith "1J1ich tl1c rnorc 1>0 ... si1nistic.• Ull(l 111tcllcc:1ualis t scl1ools 
of philosophy could not con1pc1c. Hy the fourth <.'Cntury, 
Cl1nstjanity do1t1i11ate<I \V(•\IC"111 civilization a nd 11ad ab­
~orbed the 111ai11 idea~ nnd Vtll1..1c' of tilt' secular :e:cl1ools o f 
1J1oug:ht. as u·cll a~ ri,·al relif{1ons ~t1cl1 •-'S ~i anichaeism. 
~1ithrais1n, and Judais1n. I l.1vi11g ro11vcrtC<I tl1e masses, ii 
"-as time to wi11 O\ er ll1c.• i11t<.'lli~e11b1a1 and doing thi1' 
required t l1c han1r11cring c>t1t of an expl1c1t and plausible 
systern of 1netaphy\1cal anti t•tl11C'J.I principles. This task 
wa.• perfonnccl by th(· Chur<:h r•the", Clement of Ale.:m­
dria. Origen, TcrtuJli:an, An1bro\<', ancl, n1o:~t co111pletely 
tl11cl atathoritatively, by AllJ{U\tlnc. 

Augustine. St. Augu<tint' (.151-430). born near Cnr­
lhugc, tt1c SC>n of i.l p:1gf\1\ r.1tl1t·r ;incl a Cltrislian f11otl1cr. 
,vas first ~ Ma1ticJ1acnn nn<-1 latt.·• l)Pcnn1e co1,vc1'tetl to 
C llristia11ity. J·le rose in tl1c cl111 l'ch to l1cco111c Uishop <>f 
1-lipt><> (ind hc ll)e<I tc) settle.• tho d oc•11·i11nl strife an1on~ the 

111a11y Cltristain sects by t'fl11~t ructCt1g u systc1n of theolc1gy, 
ethics. and theory or knowledge that •oon became tJie 
autlioritativc fra11lework of Cll1i1ili.An tl,ougl1t 1 n1<1di6ed l>t1t 

110t ~11pplantcd by ~ul>~C'quc11t <·l1urcl1 pl11losopl1crs . . .\t1-

gustine's major works, ConfessioOI, The City of Cod, En· 
chiridion, and On Freedom of the \Viii, wo,·e togetlwr 
t llreads of Stoic ethics. f\'ooplJtor1ic 111et.iphysic~. ar1c.I tl1c 
J udaco-Christ1a11 doctnn<• of rcv(.•l•1tic>11 an.d redcn1p~ion 
nto a many-colored fabric of theology. IV1th Augustme, 

:heology became the brid1w !"'tween philosophy noel 
revea1cd religion, tl1c one c·ncl u11el1orccl i11 rCilSorl u11cl the 
otller irJ faith, and ctlt1c:.. bt'<·a1n~ i• l>l~11tl of tl1e p ursltit of 
earthly \vell-l1eing \vith 1>rCJ).1r1lt1or1 of the soul for etcrr1a l 

s:llv:1tion. . . 
Like the Ne<1plato11ists, Au~t1,111lc reJectecl aJ1n~st ~n · 

tircly the c laims c>f l>c>tli ly 1> l <•nsu 1 c~s a11d co1n1n u111ly life , 
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rn~tint~tining, ttl> St. Poul l'a<I tlo11e , tlt;lt l1appi11css i.s i1n­
l)OSsiUlc in th is \\•orld, w l1 icl1 serves o nly il'i ;\ tcsti r1g 
grou ncl f<>r re \vUl'd and 1)u11isl11t1cr1t i11 t l1e ;.1ftcrl ife. ALlg:t1~­
t inc inl1crite<l tl1e Neopl;.1tc>nic co11ce11tic>n <>f virtue :l'i tile; 
purg~1tion of tl1c soul of a ll cl c1>c 11dc11cc 011 1natc rial co1r1-
fc>rts i r1 prcpar..itio11 fo r rc t111ior• \vitl1 (;ocl. Against the Stc>ic 
~tncl t\l'i stc>telian rcliunce <>n reasc>n as the sc>i1rce of vi rtue, 
At1g1lstine maintair1c<l that .sucl1 itpp~trcntl y aclmiral)IC 
tr~tits ttS t>rudc11ce, justice. wisclo111, aritl fortilt1clc-t)1e four 
car(li nal ' ' irtues iclc1\tifiecl by Plate> <-tn<-1 stressecl l>y S to ics 
;1nd Chrisliar1s- are of 110 r11oral wortll \vhen nc>t inspir<!<I 
by Christian faith . l~'ith the pessim istic view of l il'c char­
acteristic of t\n e ra o f \\•ars. r>olitical collt\pse, ancl cco11oinic 
tlccl iric-a vic\v alreacly a1)parc1ll in t11c Stoic. Er.>ict1 rea11 , 
and Neoplator1ic n1odcs of \vithtlr;.\Wt\I from socitll rcspor1-
s il)i litics- intens ifiecl by hii; l)Crsor1al scr1~c of guilt an<l 
\V<>rthle:;sncss, Allg1..1stine Stt\v life on eartl1 as a t)u11isll-
1netlt for Adam'.s original s i11. ''For \Vll<\t Hootl c>f e lc>c1uence 
can suffice to detail the rr1iseries of this life?'' he la1ncr1ts ir1 
The City of God. 

NattJre. T l1 c ten s ion bet\vee11 na tural a rld SU[)Crr1aturti l 
Vt\lues in Augusti11e's ethica l tl1ot1gl1t s l10 \v:; itself rr1ost 
c learly in his on1hivalent attitude tc>\varcl 1la tl1re. Nnttirc, as 
Gc>d's c reatic>n, rr1ust l)e lll'lC11.1ulificclly goc>tl. N~ttural evils 
a1·c 0 1l ly a 1>1>nrc11t1y evil , and i1l t l'lc lor1g 1·un tJ1cy c<>n­
tribt1te to tl1c ft1lfil ln1c1ll of clivine r->urp<>se. N<1h 1ral ev il is 
s i1n1.>ly itl1JJerfectiOrl tl1at n1akcs V(1r i cty po.ss il1lc antl tllus. 
w l1c n v iewed o n a cosrr1ic scale. docs nol exist <ll all. Ori 
the <>tl1er hand, s i11cc fl1A n mt1st be lle l cl 11l<>ral)y res1)on­
~ible fc>r l1is s ins, ll11ma1l s ir1 c;.trlrl<>t hes<> ettsi ly explainecl 
U\vay as ir1co11ly>Jetenc~ss tllal 1>ro1r1otes the cosrr1ic gc)<><l. 
Mo reover, it is 1na1l's b<><li ly des ires t1lal tc1)11>t l1i 1r1 to si11. 
\Vithout the iliCI of clivir1e gr.1ce, t)1c p rom1)tings or 1llltl)UJI 
nature, \V)letlle r irnp1,1lsive o r rn tio11al, lettcl <>nly tc> vice:: 
and clamnation . Alagustin e r<~sol\ies t hi s 1>ar~1tlc>xiciLI vie\V 
of human nt\tt1re h}' ho lcli ng t11a t 1niln , 111"l li kc o tl\cr 1111tt1ri1I 
species. was er1clo \vecl ))y llis C re ator witll free \i.•ill ar1cl 
thus \vith the ca1Jacily to cli<>ose l>etwecn go(><I ancl evil. 
Tllrough t l1c original si n or A<lt\1n l1e l1as c l1osen evil, ancl il 
is for this reason. rat•\er thttn lJeCal1sc of a1ly flaw i n lli s 
<>rigin~tl construc tic>n , tl)al lie is irresistibly inc line(! l<) 
furtl1cr sin . 

Free will and clivine foreknowledge. tr Augustine's dual 
conceptic>n <>f nttture is cxpla i11ccl by l1is ooncc1>t o f free 
will, the lt1lter conlains new difficulties. The proble m of 
free will is critical in C l1ristian c tllics, \V}lich c1npl1'1.::izt;:, 
respons ibility ancl punis l1rrle 11t. ·r11e Creek idei\I c>f r>racti· 
cal reaso1l cnst1rir1g pl1ysical ttnd rrlental w el l-beir1g \Vas 
s upplanted by the ideal o f puri fication of the soul throug h 
surfcri 11g, renLtOCiatiQt), <lfl(I l\urnb Jc olJc{liCllCC t<> clivinC 
will. 

Whe re ll1c r->r,\cl ice <>f virtu<~ pr<><lt1ces well-l)ei1lg (\S its 
natura l C01)SCC1L1 cnce, as in tl1e Creek \1ie\v, virtue C<trri e!'. 

with it its ow11 re\v;;trcl in accortlance \Villl ll)C CC\1..1sal 
processe:, o f nature, so tl1at ca\1S;,\I 1leccssity a 11cJ inoral 
desert tire 1\0t 1ncl'cly c<>rnpatihle; tl1ey 11ormtll ly cc>i11cicle . 
But iri t l1e C hri o;tia11 v iew, caLtsal necessity ttnd rr1ora l re .. 
spor1s ihility seem inco1r•1>atibJe1 f<>r t l1e c l10ice bctv.•een 
g<>o<l nncl evil is maclc by tl1c sou l, i1'ltlcpc11tlcr1tl y of rtrtlu­
rttl 1>1·ocesses, an<l its reward or l)t.1nisl\1ne 11t is int lepc1lll(!1•t 
of the natur.ll etfccts c>f 11urr>a11 action-;. ~Ian ls J) t111i, J1c<l 01· 



t iar11 lslnnlic, ;int i J t1clnic 1>ll il<>'iOJJ l1y \vas <-l<>111ir1atccl by 
Nc<>r>l<ltonic ttl)1s tici'i 1ll an<l prt'1lCC11J)iccl \vitl1 f11itl1 a11c.I 
s ;1l,1ation . 'I'l1c outsta1u.Ji 11g: figure <>f tl1is period \Vt\S J<>h11 
!:icoll1' Erig~"" le. RI 0-c. R77). whoxc conc~ption of good 
\Vi\S t ile Ph1t<>r1ic ()0C o r i11>r>r<>xi1l'Hltio11 t<> t'in1elcS'i l)eing 
n11tl 'vl1<>S<" v ic'v of li fe Hs i"isl1i11}.( 1!·0111 :tncl retur1ling lo 
C c>cl bor<lcrt:c.I <>JI l1eretic~t l 1>01ntl1eisrn. 

13)' t hf' c lc·vc 11t l"l CL' lllury. i11lt•rc..-st in ratio11al l)hilr>soph i4 

ca l s1>cculatio n l1<lcl revivt!<I, ancl even thc>se Schooltl\e n 
like llcr11ard of Clai rvaux (IO<JI -J 153), who continued to 
c.lc l'c 11d rcligio1.1 ... 1n)'<>:li<·is1n 011tl <l(·nc>uncc«I reliance t1po11 
reaso11 a~ ininlic al t<> faltl1. neverthe less c 1n1>Joyccl r)l1il<>4 

so1)hical c1rg1.1111c11ts t11 rc.•f1.1tc cont rary O()inio11s. Augt1\t i1)C 
ha<l asscrtccJ t l1 .. 1t ()JI(.; 1n ust " l>clicvc i11 orcler t<> u11clcr­
stand," and St. An,clm ( IO:l:J- 1109) look this to rnc·an that 
fui tl1 is no t i1,C<lOlJ1atil>lc " .1itl1 reas<>n l>tll• r;J tllc;I'. prep~u'(.:S 
t l1c S<)t1I ft1 r ralio nul 1111<.lcrs l;1ncli11g. T l1e nlni11 issues 
1u11<>ng 1>hi lt>S<>1)l1crs • .,r tl1i-. tln1e \vcre tl1c rclation l>et,vec1l 
fai tl1 a11cl rca~c>n, a 1)d t ile 11aturc of t111ivc1·sa ls. 

Ll owcvcr, l'c·tc·1· r\ l)clarcl (107~J -ll42). ail cxtrac>rdi1ul1·ily 
<>riginnl ~11 1<.I i 11clepen<.l<:11t ll1i11~(·r v.' hose ' 'il>ra11t J>l'•'S<>nal­
ity reveals itself i11 Iii -. pl1i losc1y>l1ic;t) \\•riti11gs. 1·cclisc:ovcrecl 
son1e o f t he 111l~1> l''etl 1>ri.1ble111.; of ethical 1Jl1iloso1)h)'· 
,;\Uel~Lrc.I l>ro11gl\t i11lc> cl <~ar vit!\V t l1c <.lisli11ct iv(• l'ealurt·~ <l f 
( ;l1ris tia1• ethics inlJ)licit i r1 1\t1i.tu.,ti11c.•'s \vo rk, i11 µal'ti cular, 
t l1c split l>et,vee 11 n1t>rt1I a11cl 1>ruc,_lf'otial cc>1'1cc1>l 1' that 
shnr1>ly sf'1):1n.1tc\ Cl1risti:-1\ c~t hic~ fro111 ( ;reek ethics . .i\bc­
larcl llclcJ th.it 1non1l il>' is an i1,ncr q ua li ty. a 1>rt>,><·rty c>f 
1nc>livc t>r i11t<~r1ti,>n 111tl1c r 1l-.u11 of t11c c<>n\C(.J\1(! 11Cl'~ <lf 
011c·".s i1ct ior1.s, ;l 1>ri11<.·i1>lt• 1l1al '''as l<tlcr s lrC'iSt•cl by tl1e 
llcr,>r111atio1l a nt i allain <'cl its ru lle:-;t c;o.: 1;rc..·s11 io-11 ill t]1(' ethi­
cal syste111 or l111 1l) t11l11t"I Kan t. l\ S<>lnt'\Vl1al }1('1·etic~1 1 (.'i)l'OI· 
lary f<>IJo,v~ frc>1n ;\l>c larc.1'~ 1l ri11c.·i1)lc, na111cfy t11at, as 
' 1~tlc11ne (~ il \011 pu l.., ii, ""'f l1,>sc \Vito clo not kno\v tl1t.• C<>s .. 
()el OIJvious ly t'Olllf11it ll() J~ll1)t irl llOl 1Jc Ji("Vin~ ill jeS\IS 
C hrist." ' a11cl it seei11s clear frc>1J1 ~ti I thi s tl1nt Cl1ri.;tian f;1ith 
ne t!d nol l>c t~1c fc>t111cl;1li<J1l l'or n1c1ral r1.1lcs. Al)el:1rcl c<>11-
clu<l<'cl that l>11c can ath1in t<> v irtu e t l1r<>11gh re a son <ls 'vcll 
as 1l1rc1ug l1 r:dtl1. 

"l'hon1as A<1t1i11as. 1"'11t.• f()\\'<'l'ing figJ1rc o f n1<•clicval 1>l1l 4 

lt)SO(>l1y is, t)f C~)Ul''-iC', 'l"honlaS r\CJUi11;1~ (C. 1225-1274), 
\vlu>>i(' J))l i lo'i<)11h ical ai111 \V<l~ to reconcile A ristc>te 1i:.u1 
scie nce a r1<I 1>hilosc)1>l1)1 uritl1 A1agt1, ti11in 11 tl1cology. 1'hc 
\viiy le> t hi s acllieve111c nt l1<uJ alrca<I)' l>e<~n 1>rc 1);\rc<.l l>y t he 
r('vi\1al i11 ,ve.stcr11 l!:l1fOJ)C c.1f i11tcrc:-;t i11 1\ 1·istc1tlt.'. \Yl1osc 
tl1oug,llt hacl llc.:<'n 1)rcse1'"\'e<I a11cJ c..·ht l)oratctl 1))' l\luslitl) 
t1J1c.I Jt:,vi~l1 :-;cl1<>lar' s 11cl' n'> 1\vice1111a, Avcrrc>fis, a11c,_) 
Nlui1nc>r1iclcs t111cl 11acl l>ccn l>r1>11gl1l lo tl1c allc11tit>11 c>f 
Chris ter1clc)J» l)y tl1e l'Olll111l'11(<1rit'S t)f r\ 111ert tile (;rctlt. l t 
rc1nai11ccl for r\q u ina' tel l)l'O\'C tll<' e<>1111>at il1il ity c>f r\1·isto­
tc lit1n 11all1111li ... n1 \Viti1 Claristian cl<>g111a <1ocl t<> co1'tSfl'1Jct a 
unificcl vie'v <>f n.1h.1rc, 111a11, ;111tl Goel. 1'his lie u1, clPrt<><>k 
'vith 1·c1r1arkabl c success i 11 h i~ Sutu''''' 'l'fieologicli a11d 
S111fi,tu1 Co11t ''' Ce111.iles. 

,.r o a large degree. J\ (1u i11as' t111ic>n of AristOtclia11i.;-.-11 
witli C l)ri.stiar1it)' con s ist eel i1) a rgt1i11jt fc>r ti1c lrulh <>f l)<>tl1 
a11tl in rt•l'u li 11g a rgu1l1c11ts <>f l1is t)retlcccss<>r~ a11cl co11te1n 4 

l)Oraries t11at 1>ur1>(>rtcc,_l l<> s l1c>'v 1hc ir i11e<>n11>at il) ility. 
l\ rislotlc's (.;lil ies \VO\S rcJnt ivi\li<.·, ratic>11a l, a11c.I p1·11cle11tial ; 
J\l1gu ~ti 1 li ;11) e t hi cs '"•lS :thsolt•t ist, gr<>ur1<.lc(I 011 faitl1, an<l 
inc,_ lepen<lent (_)r C<)O'il'(IUCllCCS. l\1Cl\V Olll' t)f tl1ese \dC\\IS is 
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tot:tll )' 111isguiclecl. c>r e lse tl1ere n11.1st be r<>o 1r1 for t'vo 
<.liff'erent systen1s o f etl1ical co1,cepts a ncl i>ri11c i1>les . Aqt1i­
Jlas ac.IOJ)tc<.I tl1e latte r altcr11ative and <livideci t11e me a11i11g 
of ethicnl co11cc1>ts into t\\'O do1nair1s. "ni1turnl'' i1nd "theo­
logical." Natural virttles, ade<1uately acc<)Unted for l)y 
Aristotle, c a·11 l>e attained by proper tn1ir1ir•g a nti t he e;i.:cr­
cisc o r prnctiCtt) ret\SOl1, \V}1jJe theof<>gical virtues-fait)l, 
llOJ)e. a1)d love-reqt1ire fai t l1 1-\nrl cJi ,1inc gi'aoc. Si1)1i lurly, 
l1e dislinguished t'vo l 1i~J,est goocls, <>r p:.1r;.11nou11t goals of 
life, \vorlclly l1appi11css :1ncl eterna l bcatiluclc (,vl1icJ1 l1as 
J)rece<lc1·1cc)~ tJ,e fornler is ;1c l1ieved tl1r<>ugh natural virtue 
ancl tl1e la tter is i1cl1ieved th rough t l1e cl1urch a11cl its sacra 4 

1nenls. l\q1.1inr1s th1.1s ex1>ressec.l n consi<len1bly inore 01)ti­
n1is tic a ttituc.le tl1an did r\ugus ti11e to \vard the 11oss il>ility of 
i1np r<>ving 1nan·~ lo t o n eartl1 tl1roug ll k1)0\vle<lg:e of n<-lture 
ancl inte lligent net-ion. 1' his l1elpe<I to prepitre tJ,e cli11la te 
for tl1e rel>irt), of nat urH I scie 1"lCc;, \Vl\OSc fi rst stirrings \Ve re 
fe lt ir1 tl1e t l1 irteenth century. 

Ncitural latt.J. l\l t l)C <.-enter of 1~11011-.istic e t)1ics \Vt1s tl1c 
co1,cept c>f nnh1ral la'v. T l1e JnccJicval cloclJ'i nc of natural 
la'v 1 stc1nrn in~ frc>rr1 Aristotle 1 s te1eologicnl conceptio1l of 
l)t\ture a11d fr()tl) tl1e Stoic iclc nt illcation or 11\IJ)lan reason 
\vith tile Logos. \vas a fusi<>n <>f natur~tlistic Creek e thics 
'vitl1 monotl1eislic tl1cology. 0 11 tlliS viC\v, tJ1e prc>nl\)tings 
of inforrne<l re a sc>n and n1c>ral cc>nscie11ce represent it11 i11· 
l1erent teocl<'ncy iI> the 1lalt1re of n>an, and c o11fc>rn1ity to tllis 
n1lture fulfill s both the cosmic plan of the Creator and the 
direct co11,1nt111c.ls <>f G t>d reve<.tled in the Seri pturcs. Natur<.11 
law is tl1e clivi11c Ja,v as <1is<·ovcrccl by re~ts<>11, i1r1cl thc re f<>re 
the precepts of the clt<11·ch and the Bible, and scientific 
k11c>,vlcclgc of tlie unlvers:tl neecls ancl tcntlcncies o f 1na1>. 
provide col1r1>lc 111c I1ltu·y ratl1er tl1an co111peti1)g s taru.larcls of 
eth·icaJ ju c.lgrr1ent. Wl\erc co1,flicts bct,veen scie nce ~incl 
re ligious a ulh<.>rit)• orisc. tl1ey rr1us t l>e cl11c to i11aclequa te 
u11<l<·rs ta1,c.ling of science. s ince cJ1urc h a11tl1o rity ancl 
<.lc>~1n11 arc it-.fa lli b le. 

1 '11t• ·1·110111istic \1ni ficatio 11 o f scientific a11cl religiot~s 
ethics in lhc t loctr i11e of natt.tral Ja,v-ft1rt~ter elal)orated in 
'>uUtle cle tai l I))' Franc isco S11,\1·c1. nncJ o the r legillis ts-,vas 
an effective '''a)' <>f maki 11g roo1n, wi tl1in tl1e rc ligic>11s 
e 11ter1)risc o r HCl1ie,riJlg salvat io n, for tJ1e t>ractical l>USiness 
o r cver)rday livirlg i1l l)\ltSUil of pe rs<>na) llll() S<>Cia( \A'cll· 
l><· i11~. ' l"'l1e icleol' >f.ric aJ suprcn1acy of tllec>logy ,vns 1nai11-
t•1i 11ccl. l)ul the <l'>c trinc of natural lti \V l)Urportcd lo gtlllr­
antee rclial>lc kno,vlcclgc of na t1.1re, f)Sycht>logy> anrl 
p(>li lical ecc>nc>my. ·r11e \ve akness i1) t his sys1·c1n was tl\Ot it 
placccl re lig io us barrie rs in tl1c 'vay of scientific aclvancc • 
lentli 11g to sa11ctif}1 ancJ rc11clc ·1· in"lrnune fro rn rc ,, is ic>n 
\Yltic}1ever scie11tific p ri11cip)es see111cc.I rnost cc.>nge11ial to 
tl1eology, such 11s i1>Stinc l theory in l)Sycl1c>logy, vitalistic 
b iology, a ncl gcocc11tric astro 1lOJ)ly. 

Free will. 1\quinas' accour1t c>f frecc,_lo 1n a n<.I mc>rn l re· 
SJ)()11s ibi lity \Vtls, 111 gc1lCntl fo r1n, sin1ilar t<> t11at <>f Aug us­
ti1,c. l'lltdrlt::tir1ing lllC C01Uptttibi)jty Of free \Vi)) \Vil)l 
p reclcsli111-1t ic.)n o r clivi11e forck1)0\vleclgc. Aqui11as also 
mai1)tai11ecl the con1p~ttil) i l ity or free 'vii i ,vitl\ c ausal clc­
tcrnli1lis1n , tl1t1s d ealing 'vitt1 the 1>roble1n on t11e Jc,,cl <>f 
prucler1tial ctl)ics as u1c ll on as t l1e t heological level of 
gr<1ce nnd salvat io n. Aqt1inas' solu tion makes effccti,•e use 
of Aristc>tle 's ana ly.sis of c ho ice ;tncl volunt;iry nc tio 11 in 
tf'1·111$ of intc rnnl causality and delibc ratio11

1 
ancl it 
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identi fies free \viii \Yit h ra tional self-determinatic>n ra the r 
tl\nn \Vitli the absence of ~tusal influe nces. On tl~e o tllcr 
h~.tncl, 1\ q uinas· COflcept o f freedo1n is. as a result, more 
1·e1ativistic t11a n 1\ 1.1g us ti1lc's. ancl, \Vl\ilc it explairlS t11c 
c<>r1(litior1~ 1,1nder ' vhich an agent 1nay 1,e l1cld respo11sil>le 
fc>r h is actio11s-namely, the conditions of desire, knc>wl­
edge, and cle libcmtio1l-it does not meet the furthe r issue 
of ,vhe tl1er these facuJtjes tl1ut detcrrn ine act io n arc \vitl1ir1 
the cor•trol of the agent, tllat is, \vhether a persc>n can free· 
ly choose the habits and desires that determine hi s actio ns. 
Later \vritcrs, partic11larly Pro testant theolc>gians, tendccl to 
interp ret Augusti 11e ns stressing p redestinnti<lrt and Aqui­
nt\S as stressi ng free will, but it may he arg,1ed to the <.'On­
tn:,.ry. tl'lat Augt.1stine's conccl)lio n o f free \.viii <-ts a11 incJC­
p licable and supernatural th rust o r the soul allows the 
agent 1nore i11clc 1)ende 11ce of l1is formed cl1aracter than 
docs Aquinas', bu t by that very to kcr'I , Aq uinas' (\Cco11nt is 
rr1ore co1lgcninl to a scient ific v iew of 1na1l. 

Subsequent scho lastic philosophy, rro m the fourteenth 
to the seventeenth centu ri es, added little to the 
clar ification of mclacthical problems, but it probed further 
in to t l1c reJatior1 be tv.•een in tellect and ' vi)) as sources or 
human and d ivine ac tion. John Duns Scotus (c. 1266-
1308), \Vill iam of Ockham (c. 1285- 1349), and Nich­
olas o f Aut recourt (ff . c. 1335) clcvcloped the volun taris­
t ic doctrine tha t the v.•ill is free in a inore al)solute sc1lSC 
than that accounted for by Aquinas, in that it is independ­
e nt both o r external causality and of determinatio n by the 
intellect- that is, by the agen t's knowledge of what is ril(ht 
and g<>ocl. ··r heir viev.1 in OrlC \vay s trengthened the case fo r 
re ligio us faith as against scie11ti fic re~1son, tlt least i11 mat· 
te rs of etl1ical jtldgmcnt. but, in another 'vay, it hc )1)cd 
sti rnul atc an a ttitude (>f in<1ividualis1n a nd indepcndc11cc 
o f authority that prepared the ground for the secular and 
humanistic e thics of t11e moclerr1 age. 

!':ARLY MODE RN ETH ICS 

Pl1i losor, hy seen1s to flourisll best i11 l)Cl'iocls of ra1>i<1 
socinl trnnsforr1)at ion, when the couccptuaJ fr.i.rne\V<>rk of :·l 
cu ltltre c ruml) les. rcquirirlg t' re -cxa1n inatior1 o r basic cc.>n .. 
cepl1i , p rinciples, ancl star1dard~ of vall1e. --r11e sixtcc11ll1 
~tnd SevCntee11t}1 centuries, \Vh iC}l Sil\V tile dernise or 
r1)eclicva) fct1tlalis1n and ushered in the n1o<lcr11 a~c of 
industrial democracy, were, li ke the fifth and fourth centu­
ries n.c., a period of inten'e philosophical feJ'inent. In both 
cases, t11e prccccli11g ce r1tury \vitnesscd tho clen1olition o f 
traditional beliefs. \v)lile the ~uccee<ling ce11tury wa~ 01\C: 
of syste1nat ic rec<>nst ruc tio1l. T lle <leve)ofJlllCrlt o f c<>rn­
rnerce 31\d industry, tl1e cliscovcry of new regions o r th e 
wo rlcl, the Rcfo r1nati<>n, the c:opc rnican a1'ld CaJ ilca1' 
revolutio ns i1'I science, ;incl the rise c)f strong secular g<>V· 
ernments tlerr1andecl new i>rincirJles o f indi,1 i<lual condL1ct 
anc.I o f social organ iz(ltion. 

111 the sixteentl1 ce11tury, l''rancis Bacon <le rr,<>list1e<l tl1e 
logic and methodology o r medieval Scholasticisn1. Eras­
m \1s, Luther, a ru.I Calvin , ' vt1ilc ;1ttempting l<> stre 11gtl1en 
the bor\d bet,vccn religio11 arid c tl1ics, u11dcrrn ined tile 
e)abora tc struc tu re o f canc)n Ja,v 1>asccl 011 t11c 1nornl au­
tlw rity o f the med ieval church, and Machiavell i dynam ited 

t}1e briclgc l)Ctw(~en rel igious etl,ics a11<:l pollticc1I scic1'lce. 
T he task o f recc)nstructio n in t)l'l iloso1>lly \Vas perforrnecl i11 
the sevc1,tce1\tl1 century l>y Descartes, J·lobl)CS, 'Leibniz, 
S1)inoza, ai1d Locke. 

Hobbes. Modern ethical theory began with T ho mas 
Hobbes (1588-1679). The advent of Galilean natural 
scic11cc had c l1al1enged the lrac.litio nal n<>tio ns, s u1)por tccl 
l>y autho rity. o f l)Urpose, phln, ancl \ta)11C i r'I tllC J)hys ic;_1( 
\vorl<I; it cast i11tc> <lot1bt tile <loclritle <>f n~ltural la~r il1'ld 
nullified the anth ropomorphic a"um ptions o f theology. 
Ne'v slandol'ds of ethical j t1dgmcnt l1acl to l>e fo11 ncl. 11ot irl 
t he cosmic plan <>f r1~1turc o r i.-1 sc riptural revela tions <>f tl1c 
cliv ine w ill b11t in 1n;.1n hirnsel f, eithe r i n his l)iological 
st1·ucture , o r in his ogree1nc1lts \Vith l'l is felJo,v Jnen. o r i11 
the social ;1nd pc>litic(ll institt1ti<>r1s t l1a t he creates. "fhL1s 
were borr1. s i111ul ta1leOl1sly t\11cl to t11<.: san'lc t)arcr1t, t11e 
etl1ical l)hilos(>phies o r naluralisrn, cultural rel~ltivisn1, <\1'1(1 
s11l)jectivisn1) rc~pectivc ly. 

Bort'I i n a time c>f intc r1•ational ~\11cl <lo1nestic stri fe, 
H ol)hes regar<lec.I tl1c 1>1·eser,ra t io11 of l ife a.s lllc p~lrtu1'l<lt1nt 
gc>al o f l\u1na1l action i'ncl c<>r•structe<l his systcrn of c tl'l iCs 
and pc>1itlcal science in hi s 1najor \vork) Leviatl1-<1n, \v itl1 
the princip le o f sclf-preservatl<>n as its corncrsto11c. l~lis 
c nth11sias1n for Gali lco·s i>l\ys ics n1•(l l1is cc>Ilv ic ti<>n tllat a l l 
fields o r k1\0wlcclgc COtllcl be lnC)delecl Oil thi s 1111ivcrsa) 
scie11cc (fo ll<>wing t11c 1)\Cll1ocl of Euclid's ge<>tt1e try) 111a)1 

l'lnvc ~uggestcd lo hin1 t11at t1'1c dri\1C to scl f-1)rCst:rv;Jtion is 
th.e l) i<>logical a1la1ogue o f tl1e (; aJi1ca1\ t)rinci1>lc o f in erti a. 
1-l<>b l>cs conc·eived of rnan os n co1n1Jlex S}'Sterrl <>f particl cs 
in 1riotio n <\11cl a tte1nµ tccl to clcdtLce etll ical laws frc>m tl1e 
t)l'i1lCiJ) Je o r sc lf-1)1'CSer\1atiC)l) . J+lc otfcrs, J10\VCVC:r, t\\'0 
fo m 1ttln1io11s o f tl1is fJri11c i1) ic, tl1e firs t of \Vl1icl1 is 11is fcl1111~ 
ela tion of etl•ics, w l1 ile t11c seconcl is, i1• e freet, tl1c rCtJt1cli:.l­
tio11 c>f c tllics. 

'l'llc tC1\clency tc> sclf-1)rescrvntio1•. accor<li ng to ll<>l>l>es, 
cxptcsses itself i11 tl1e <1 L1est for :o:ocial 11a r11l01ly t1 1rot1~l• 
l)Cace-kcc1) i11g institutions 011tl [Jractlccs 0 1', altcr11;1ti\1el)•, 
in the ~iggress i vc (l1·ivc tCl \Va1·d t:X)\ver over one's fe l lo'\' 
111c1l . 1·}1us J1c forn1ulatcs l1is " fl rst an<I fu1\clor11c11t:-\I .. 1>r i11-
c iy>le i11 hV<) parts , t l1c "la\v <)f natu re" to the t~ frect t l1at 
.. Every 1r1a1l ot1gl'lt tc> Cllllc;.1vc>r to J>Cacc ns rar t\~ 1'1c; Ila$ 
l1opc c)f ob taining it," tt1lcl t l1c "right of natln'c," t11:1t ''wl1e11 
l1e c~1JlflOt ol>tain i t , l1c 1nay seek ancl l1se all the l1eJ1:>s tl11cl 
t'tl,,;:intages of \Var." \.Yhiclt <>f t11csc t ' vo for1n.s c.>f tl1c 1>1·ir1-
cip le of self-preservation s houlcl he applied dc pc ncls, for 
1-lo bbcs. 011 \v11ctl'lcr tl1e ag<~11l fi1l<ls, hin1self in a ' vell­
o rga11izec.I socit~t·y <l r irl il .. st~lt<~ of 11;1ture '" i11 'vl'l iC'l he c;.11t­
no t expect cooy)eralivc ~>cl1avior 011 tl\C t):J1"I of hi s fel lo'v 
men. T h 11s, tl1c co1'1cept of ctl1ical Jaw ~\l)µl ies to soci:1l 
ag rccn1er1ls a11cl c<>rr111'lit111ents, " 'l\ ilc t l1a t o f rigl1ts lll)l)l ies 
to tile exercise c>f r'atural J)C)\vers. In tl'lc sta te or nat 11re OOP 

l1as a rigl1t to do \vl\atcvcr o ne ht.ts tl1c l)Owcr to cl(>. 
F ro1n llis fu11<lt1n'lc11tal law of 11nt11rc, J-)c)l>l>cs derives tl 

11111nl>er o f ~pecific rules tl1ut p1·cscril>e t 11e tne.-r1s o r c staU­
lislling ancJ n1ain ta i11i11g a ,>eacefl1I socict)' , tl1c 1>ri1l1ar) 
1ncans be i11g tile v.•illi 11gncs~ l<> 111ake <>r, if ~tlre~lcly 11ii1clc.•, 
to 111aintain tile social ccl11tr~1ct iil \vl1icl1 i11cliviclt1al rigl1ts or 
1>0,vers arc St1rrc11cleretl t<> a sovcrcigr1 in retur n for ti'IC' 
g11aran tec o f pcrsc1nal sec11rit)' · T ile stale is tl1t1S tl1t..• 
;_irtificiul crcati<>n <>f rcn,onabl<~ 1ncr1, ;\ ·· 1.t.."via tl1c1n'· tl'l:ll 
1nai1\tains peace by 1n eans of plJ\.ver relir1t1l1isl1ed tc"> it 11)• 



its c itizens. O nce !>t1<.:h a co1tlfl)Or\\11ealth l1as bee" cstal) ­
lished hy contrac t or conqt1est, <>ther general 1·ules c>f con­
cluct fc>llow in accc>rt,lance \vltl1 llobbes's theory of 
psycl-.o log·y. To rcstrai11 t11e nat11ral l)t11nan ter1dencies to 
c 1,vy, mistrt1st, self-<.\ggri1n<lize1nent, a 11d i1ggrcssion, tile 
vir tltCS o r i\CCOftlffiO(l::tticln , gratilltdC, cJC1llC1lCy, obedience 
to at1tl1ority. nncl respect fo r tile e<1t1a1 rights e>f others are 
rec<>rn1nencled l>y .. ln.ws o f 11atul'e" as e ffective mear1s o f 
e nst1rir1g social lt~lr1r1ony. 

Reaso11 tlnd ethicfJl laws. Hc>l>l)cs's use oftl1e tt!rm "l~t\VS 
e>f 11aturc" in rercrri11g te> e tl1ical p rinciples is to be distill• 
g u ishe<J sharply fl'o•r' tl1e 111eclicval cor1cc1>t of natural )a\v 
t l1a t Ile rejected . ' f he re is, for 1-l ol)l>es, 110 n1oral orclc 1· i11 
the cosn1os. rl01' ar1y r1atu ral 1)r01r1pting tO\vard jl1stice anc..I 
syn1p;,\ tlly fo r <>tl1e rs in hl1111an na t11re. Man, like tJ,e rest o r 
r1;;1ture, is n :,ystcrr1 oF L>r1.r1 ic l c~ r>e1])etu11ll y 1noving and 
cc>lli<Jir1g in accor<.lance witl1 physical la\VS \Vhel'c1>y clirec· 
t io11 and i11tc nsity o r 1l)Ol·io11 are clcler1nil'ICCl SOieiy by 
J>Tel)Orlder~lnce o f fc) rce. Yet re<.1so11 plays a rc>le i11 hun1ar1 
actic>n tl1:1t <..listir1g uishes 1t1an frc>in tl1c rest of tlte \VOrld 
rn~1chine. Etl1ical r11lcs nre ''precepts. fo u11d e>1.1t lly reasc>ri, 
b}' \vhicl1 a 1nar1 is fc>rb it l<..le11 tc> de> tl1at \vbicl1 is de.str\1C­
tive of his life o r takctl) a\Va)'· t l1c n'ca11s o f p reserving the 
sarne. " 

111 l1is 1r1ecl1a11istic ,,~1ysiology, Jlobl;cs cxpl;i i11ccl reaso11 
as ~l 1necha11ical process i r1 tl1e brain co11sistir1g i11 the (,'Q1n­
bining ant i set1arat i11g part i<;les t l1 ;;1l serve i\S representa­
t ions of o l)ject.s a11d c1ualities; t l111s, cogniti\•C l)rocesscs are 
a s1lecia l type o f p l1ys ical 1>rocess. govc1·11ecl l)}' t11e sa1ne 
laws . But <>n th is n1ech;111ist ic v iew of n1an. it is cJifficult for 
flol>bcs to ~1ccc>unt for the p rescrt1ltive cl1ar.1cter l1e ~lltrib· 
11tcs te> e tl1ica l lttws n~ <.listir1gu isl1e<I rron1 l)llysical l~\\vS. 
'f hro ug-lio ut his discuss io n , H c>h l)eS v~1ci l lates betv.•cc11 a 
conception of ethics as n l) ra11cl1 c>r p l1ysica l sciei1ce that 
describes the l>ehavic>1· o f h111na11 1necl1anis11i.s a 11cl the 
<ltLite <.li ([c rent c<>ncept ic>11 e>f e tl1ics as ratio1)a l ad\' i(,-e 
Q1) h<>w to get alo11g \villi o ne 's fc llov.• n1en by· COJt­

sciously res11ai ni ng cl11e 's aggrcss i ve in1r>ul.ses. 1301 h slcles 
of th e 1~01>1-0s-pliusi,s co11lrovcrsy l>Ct\veen the So(>l1ists 
anti Pla te> a re re1Jresentecl in H ol>l>es 's tt1ougl)t, a11d l)e 
c ites llot l1 ~ocial atLtl1orily ~111tl 1>rucle 11tiol rcnson ~ls source!; 
c>f c thic-.11 e>bl ig atio11. ~lc>ral virt ue consists in cor1for1nit}' to 
custorn anti law, i11 OJ>11os itio11 to tl1e n:1turol aggressive· 
11css tha t ec1ui1>s t\ 1r1a11 for survi\1~11 i 11 t11e .;:late of nat\1rc, 
yet the "' p rccc1>ts fol1 11<I 0\1l l;y reason" lJrc>vide ~1 r1at11r.1l 
l>asis f<>r t-l1e estal>lisl11r1e11t e>f C:llSto1r1s ar•cl la\vS. 

Desire a11d will. I lo l) l)cs's account o f <.les ire a11d \Vi ii is 
cJcsig11c <.I le> brit lge t l1c gap bet\vec11 r~1ti<>n;JI clircctives a1'ttl 
i>l•ysical lnws. 1-tc tlcfif1C~ gO<lCI as " a11y o l)ject c>f <..lcsil"c" 
:Jnt l t les ire as tl1e ll1oti<n1 t<>\varcl ao ol'lject tl1~tt reS\1lts fro1n 
p)1ySiOlogic~1) pr<>CC~SeS c••e11cJeaV()fS. 1

) \Vit))jJ) t llC ))Ody, 'l'e> 
::let ra tio nal ly cloes 11ot c11t;.1il freetlo n) to ttct contrar}' t<> 
0 1,e's p l1ys i<>logical impul ses, si11cc ra tio 11a lity or clc lil)era­
ti<>rl is si11·1ply tile 11'1clli ati11g p rc>cesse.s of tl1c ccntr<\1 rter· 
vc>us sysl'ct•~ . 1~h c will is ·not a suoer1)atural p<>\ver (,'Ot•­

ll'olling desires but si1np)y tl1e last s tage of t lc lillera ti<)1) 
tl1at eventuates in overt HCtio u, nrtc..I thus is itself a 11euro l<>g­
ic ;1I llroccss govcr11ccl l)y law!; of J) l1ysics. l'reeclom of t l)c 
\Yill fron1 causal i11fll1e11ces is, for l lobbcs. n senseless 
co1nlJina tion of conce1>ts; freetlc>1r1 is tl'c .. abse11ce of ex­
tcrn~d irr11)e<li11'u~nts .. tel th e \Vil). It is tl1e r>er~on \VhO is 

Ethics, History of 91 

free or u nfrec, and not h is \Viii, since his Freedom consists 
ir1 tl1c determir1alion of ~tis overt acliOrlS hy l1is w ill rathe r 
tha11 by cxter11al forces. Ye t t l1is tnechanistic ~1ccou11t of 1-he 
\viii seerns in paradoxict\1 co11trast with h i!; St•bjectivist 
account of c iv il la\v as deriving its c>bligatory force fro111 
tl1e a l"l) it r;'.l._ry \viii of tlte sovereig·n, an accour>t \Vl)icl' <...-01r1es 
<la r1gerously close to the Aristotel ian Hnd 1\ugust inia11 
11otic>ns o f tl1e \Yill as a " fi rs t ca,1se." 

Nattiralism and nonnaturalism.. '1'11e importance of 
Hobbes to rr1<>lle r1l ethical tl1cory is incsti1nablc . l r1 freeing 
e thics fron1 lJondagc to revealecl t11e c>le>gy anct its ar1thro­
po111orphic v iew of nature, Hobbes brought philosophy 
back to the l)rol>le rns v.1itl1 \V11icl1 it l1ad l)egun to \11restle in 
1hc ti1l1e of Socrates ancl t}1e So1>hi sts, a11d of \Vh icl1 it 
h;.\d lost sig ht f<>r a mi lle1111il1m. At the S{lme time. J,c raised 
tl1c \111<lerstan<..li1)g o f these p ro l>lc n)s t<) a higl1e r level, 
proH ting l>oth from tl1e Cl1ristian in.s igl1t tha t 1noral princi­
p les l1a\'C an obligatol'y force a rld frc>n1 tt1c rcfir1eme11ts 
of scien tific rr1ethod introduced i)y Baco11, Gal ileo, a_r1d 
Descartes. 

If e thics was to become a body of reli<lb le knowledge, it 
must be grounded on objective Jaws of psycloo logy anti 
l;)io log}' , rat))er than 01) tr-.iditic>n, St!ntirnent, ancJ e l1urcll 
~luthority. On the o tller lla1,cl, if 1);t h1re an<..I its scie11tific 
description are etl1ically neutral. tl, cr1 e th ics is to be con­
lrnstccl \.,.ilh scier1ce ancl \ltirged of referen<...'Cs to nattire, 
just ~\s 11atural science must- be purgell o f refcrer1ces to 
c tl)ica l v:.1lucs. 111 tllat case, e thical 1)1'i11cil>les must be 
t1nderstood as subjective expressi<>ns e>f emotion a 11d de· 
sire, a.rill rtc)t as o bjective!}' \•erifiable lav.1s. '"fl1is <1ilemma 
l);_1s p lagued 1>hilosoplly ever sir•CC, a r1<l, if it \Vas not re­
solved by Hobbes, at lea>t his thought was not completely 
i1r1paletl on either llorn b u t 011ly a l; it or1 botll. 

Early intuitionists. lleactien1 tc> l-Iolll)cs·s <tttack c>n the 
objectivity of c tl1icnl j \1clg1nc1)t \vas i1n111e<liate. ·r11c cloc­
t ri" e <>f 1tatt1ral la\v and its visio n of 11at1.1rc ns a 1t1ora l sys· 
te1n were <lcfendccl ira a r1ew fOrol b y a gre>up e>f scl,o lars a t 
Ca1n l)riclge \Vh<> beca1ne knc>\\111 a.s t l1e C.oftlllri<..lge l'li:1l01)· 
ists, p rincipally Ralph Cudworth (1617- 1688) and Henry 
More (16 14- 1687). T hey maintained tkll moral principles 
are selfMe\ricle11t trutl1s, as certain a11d i1n 111u1able a~ lite 
laws of mathematics. Hicharcl Cumberland ( l63 1- J7!8) 
attempted to deduce all the principles of ethics from a 
s ing le "La\v e>f Nature" tliat later bec~1me the C<>rne rsto1lC 
of uti l it~irian etl1ics, nan1ely, the l<l\V 1·h:;). l° all actiotlS sl1ot1lcl 
p ro 111ote tile co1r1n1on goo{l . Nicl)<>las ~lalcb~tncl1e 
(1638-1715) developed the Cartesian theory of ethics as a 
dccl1.1cti ve systern b t1t g;1ve it an t\ugttstioian s lant. a ttrib­
tlting to Gc><l tl1e sole po,vc r to translate 'k1to\vlcdge o f 
etl)ical truth into t\Ctio11. f\ila1ell ra1,cl1c rea lizell that t l'e 
ant\lc>gy bet\veer' etJ1ics ancl 1nathcmatics fa ils to explain 
the conr1ectio1l bcl\vccn ctl1ics a ''cl (1ClioI1, a11<1 so l1c 1nade it 
vi l't11e o f thi" d efect l>y n1e~1ns c>f his " Occasio1)alist" ac· 
co11nt c>f causal ity as <livit)C itltcrve1>tion. Sarn11cl Clarke 
(1675-172fJ) dcvclot)CCI H" inl 11i tio1'i~t t11ec>r}' <>f ''natural 
tcligio1)" si111 ilar t<> t l1at c>f Cud\ve>rth ancl t>.·lorc, )1o lding 
that t l1e quality of rig11t c>r .. fitness .. is a r> intri11s ic l)roperty 
of tlClions tl•at t l1c 1)1i1lcl can l)Crceive as directly a.s it per­
ceives gco1ttc11·ical rc la tio1,s. 

S pinoza. Born in the Nethe rlands o f Jewish 
from the Span is}, lnquisitiori, Benetlic t 

ref11gees 
S1Ji11e>za 
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(1632- 1677) combined Descartes's faith in the capacity of 
reaso11 t<> govcrtl actior• witl\ T-f ob bes 's 1ncchar1istic tl1cory 
of psycl,ology to express a scientific visic>n of nature a.s a 
unifie<.I systern or ln\VS. Jn hi s Etfiics De1n01l$trated in tile 
Ceon1etric i\1ar1ner Spi rloza, like 1-loUUes but '"lith lr1ore 
for111 i-1I p rccisior1, clerivccl t l1e l>l'inciples c>f p ll}'Sics. psy­
cl,ology, and ethics frorn rnet~"lpl1ysical axiorns. 

T he fi rst principle of psychology for Spinoza, as for 
(-lohl)es, is tl'le cJrivc to self-prcscrvat io11 a11cl self­
aggranclizement, <.."'Orresponding to tl1e physical principle 
of inertia. Bl1t Spi11oza's \111ic1uc ncllieve111ent \V<.\s t<> derive, 
as the logical corollary of this egoistic psychology, a m· 
t io nal, hufr1ane, and cultivated way c>f life. A strict clctcr­
minisl i1l l1is metaphys ics and a thorough natu ralist in his 
e tllics. Spinoza ))c)d tl1at every event is clcclucihle frc>1n 
antece<lc nt causes and co1lcluclecl that e thical rigJ1t is 
ide1)tica) w il1'1 cau sal r1ecessity. Tl1e rul es of <..'<>11<luc t arc 
the refore lnws of human nature, obeyed by all but obeyed 
blindly by the selfish person enslaved by his passions 
\V l1il e t1nclerstood and acccptecl by the free 1nan w})O, in 
acl1ieving a v isio11 of tlle necessary order of a.11 tl1ings, 
experiences the " intellectual love of God" that provide> 
both l1appincss an(! mc>nt) vlrtue. 

\Vhile Spinoza tried more consistently than Hobbes to 
reduce ethics to psychology and thus to make it a branch 
of na tu r.JI science, it has often l>cer) contended tl1at lliS 
progra1n was se(f .. defcating. For i f men cannot he lp ti.cling 
in accordar1cc w itl1 t11eir clesires, nnd if notl1ing is objec­
tively good or bad but onl y appears so to those who do not 
undcrstancl the 11eccssity of all even ts, t])e11 \vl1at sense 
can t1lcrc l>c to c il11er p rude l1tial o r 1nor11l rules of conduct'~ 
f-Taving hanishecl va lues fro n) nature, Spinoza, like l-l c>l)l)c~. 
had tc> reloe<lte tl1e1l1 in llu1nan consciousness. Bu t t he 11 
conscio usne'is n1ust be e ither a supranatur.Jl force tl'lat 
interrupts t l1e causal o rder of nature- as ii \VOS for Des· 
cartes- or a part of nat1tre an cl t l1us ethically nctitm l, in 
\Vhich case eth ics becomes senseless; or, finally, co11-
scic>usnes~ is an i llusory rcficction <>f p hysic.'ll proccsse~ in 
the bocly. i1l \Vllich case etl1ics, too. is i llusc>r y. Spi11oza a11cl 
llobbcs vacil lated between the Inst two alternatives al­
th<>l1g h , as we have seen, l lol>IJes's prescl'il) livist accour1t <>f 
morrd rigl'lt as stc111n1ing fro1n t11e \vii i of an authc>rity 1nay 
be suspected of hav ing sl ipped an e lement of supranatura l 
agency back ir1to tl1e pic ture . 

In t l1ei r social ancl P<>litical t l1corics. bot1'1 Spi 11c>zt1 a11<I 
llobbes •1rgl1ed for tl1c a pr)raisal o f ins tit1Jtior1s ancl 1Jol icies 
in 1-crms o f the satisfacti01) of l1un1arl neecls rathe l' tllan of 
conformity Lo religious tradition. But llobbes"s conception 
of force as the basis of law led him to support political 
a\Jtl1c>rit;_tria11isrn, while Spino1.a's it le 1lt ific4tt io n <>f vnlo c 
and rig11t \vith rational self-interest c 11al>lccl l1i1ll to urg t1e, 
like 1.ockc. for rcpreser•tative gc>vern1nc1lt ar1(l 1nax i1n urr• 
civil liberty. 

Locke. ] ohn Locke ( I ($32- 1704) is generally regarded as 
the fou1lclc 1· of 1nocle rn utilitari4t11is1n , u lthotigl'I h is ~lJ)JJlic~t­
tio1lS of t1tilit41rian ethics to sc>ci(t) and l)olitic;1l tltcor>' 
\VCre more in fluential t han his t'lnalys is o f Shtnd(trc)s or 
individual cond uct. He combin ed the mathematical mode l 
of ethical judgment s uS(gested by Descartes and the Cam­
briclge l'lat<)nists \Vith a hcc1or•istic tltec>ry <>f ps}1chol<>gy 
;1ccording to which pleast1re is tile goal of al l llltr11on t\ctic>n 

and cc>nsequently is tl1e funtlan1cr1tal s tarl<lard of cv:,t1t1:1-
tit>Jl. Tn hi ~ Essay Co11cer11i11g l-T1i1Jta11 U11derstcincli11g, 
L<>cke criticizes th e t loctri11e of in11atc icleas o f Descartes 
a11d L.cibniz, in clefen~e c>f t l1e 1>ri 1lcir>le t l1at otl l kno\vlcclgc 
is fot1r1dcll 011 CXl)C1'ic11cc; l1c~ t he11. so11'IC\vl1at 1>ar;).clox­
jcall y, <>ffers ar1 ttccc>unt of t!thics tts tl ded\Jctive ~cience in 
"vllicl1 specific ru les of <..-011cl,1ct <ll'C: tlcri"'cll .. frl>1n sclf­
evident J)ro1,osit io11s, by 1'lccessary co11sC4l1C11t:es ~'s in­
contcstal)1e as tl1c>se in n1atl1e 1r1tttics ." 'T'11e a11peara11ce of 
t>araclox dissolves, ilO\VCvc r, 011 J)()ti11g t hat, ror L<>cke, tlle 
formatiQ1) o r t J1e ldet\S of jZO(>dneSS l.tncJ jl1Stice is clt1C to t he 
sel1sati<>ns o f r>lea~ure: a 11cl 1>11in. :t!''l<I t l1t1S etl1ical co11cepts 
are dcl'ived frc>1n experie11ce altl1c>ugh tllcir l<>g ic.11 rela­
tions are t l1e n di s<..'Over~tl>le l>y reflective anal y~ls. 

Locke follows Hobbes in defining good ns the object of 
desire, but tiler,, assu1n ing tJ1at t he or,)y r>rc>perty c>f t l1i11gs 
\vl1ich p rovokes cles ire is t ho i r tcnclcrtcy lt> l>rocl,1cc J)lcas­
tire c>r redL1ce [Jt1i11, lie a ls<.> c.lefi11 cs g<>ocl as "'\vl1at has a11 
a1>tr1css to l)l'OCll1ce p le11s,1rc in us." Ag:.1i1'• li ke floUl>es, 
Locke defines 1non1I v irtue as conf<>r1nity tc> c u s tc>m a1ld 
law, b ut l>e <liffcrs fl'o n1 Ho1>1)cs i11 111aintai11l ng t llat custor11 
and la\v can in turn lJe ev;_tluate(l by t11e m<>re fu11d;.1111ent-.1l 
standards o f util ity 011cl 11all1rJ I rigl11s. It is ir1 tcr1)1s of these 
n1ore basic ~tandarcls t ha t l_,<>cke j l1stifics re 1:>rcsc11tative 
g<>vern1ncnt ancl c ivil liOerty. 

Locke's 11lai11 co11t ril)otion to tl1c..· clari fic:l.t ioi1 of t11t' 
1net1 11i11g o r e tl1ica) COJlCeµ ts \V(l!'; irt his distinctic>n be· 
t wcPn "sr>ect1 lat i vc" a11cl " 1, r:.1.ctica)'' l)1'i 11ci l)lcs. S l>Cc11 la­
tive k1tO\vlcclgc is incJcr>ericJcnt of actic>n , \vhile l)ractic;..11 
l)rinciplc~ (i11Cll1<ling ethical prir1ciples) ca1'1 l)e s:t ict to l)c 
be) ievccl ail.Cl knc>wn to be true c.>111 }' i nsc.>far :ts t l1ey :tre ttctcd 
u1>01l. Tl1is ·<li s ti11ctio11 :tet.:Ol1nts fc>r tl1c obligtllt)ry fore<- of 
ctl1ic~t1 f>ri11ci1>lcs anc] c lin1i nates tl1c 11cccl for a SL11Jc1·11at· 
ur~\I agc11cy, "free "v iii," tc> lrtl1'1s late l)<!l icf into ncti<>n, 
t1lthol1gl1 it 1r1akcs it <liffic l1lt tc> cxl>l ~1i 11 \vl1y, if pri..tc lic~:tl 
1)rinci1Jlcs nrc "self-ev iclcnt 1>r<>11c>sitic)ns,"' W<! clo no t ~\ll 
bcl1nvc in a morn lly i n1p<~cc-nl> lc w ay. Like J l<>IJ1les, Locke 
1·idicules t l1c 11(>ti(>n o f free \vii i ~ts a scn101l.lica l cll)s1 1rdit)' 
si1ni lar to t~lC <1l1estio11s "\vl1etl1c r s lec11 be S\vift <>r virtue 
s c.1ua1·c." \Vii i is t l1e 5Jowcr C)f t hf' 1)1i 11d tc> cleci<.Je c>11 actio11, 
(\tlcl freed01l.l tl\(~ l>C)\VCT to C~trry ()\It ()J)("'s (ICCi\ iOll!\, t l1at i'i, 
t<> gel w11at c>11e w~'rl.ts . 
~·toral·sel1Se ll'leories . 'l'l1c scvc.·nte<111 t11-cc nt11 ry J)l1il<)s­

opl1ers fo11ncJ t l1e co1111cctic>11 l>ct'\vcc11 ,e( f.1 11 tcrcst 0110 
1no1·al ity in t l1c tl1reat c.>f puni ~ll. lllt'llt-c.livinc. llt\tt1 ral, o r 
c ivil- tl1ut co<~rces the i11clivit lual t<> I><' 111oral l'c.lr 111<' sake 
of self-i1ll<;rest. J3l1l it w,1s SO(>ll 11c>ticccl tllat t his co1111ecti<>11 
breaks down whe rever the expected benefit to the inclivid­
t1al of i1nrr1t>ral cc>11clt1ct o ul,vcighs t l1e likcli l1c>c>d <>f µu11-
ish1nent tt11<I t h:1t, if 1n<>ralit)' i.s grc.>Ult(lecl i11 1>s)1cl1c.)]Og)' , 
then )1u1)1a11 ni1turc ca1,r1ol be <ts aggressively s c1 f-cc1llCl'C<l 
(\S tl1c 0()0St)es o r SClf-JlrCScrvalic>n <lllCl l1ttrSltlt ()f p)c:\Stlre 
111ai 11 tai nctl. 

T he th ird earl of Shafteshu ry (1671-1713) and F rancis 
Hutcheson (1694-1747) proposed th"l 111orul ob ligation 
l1as its sc>urce iu bcnc\10lc11t affection s, st1c l1 :ts love ar1tl 
l) ity, th~1t ttrc as nat11ral :1ncl t1 11l\1 ersal •ts t l1e n1<>re ~tgg-rcs­
s ive tendc11cics ("sclf-af rectic>ns··). Sl•<·l1 u..; envy, )(rct•tl. 011cl 
tile l1)lJ)t1lsc tt> self-µ1·c-'tervalic>1l . ~l11rc._·<1vcr , tl1e 1·c is 11 
"1llOl'a] sense" i11 11la11 tha l fi11cl~ unic1t1c• s;ttis factic>n i11 
uctions directed tO\v:trcl t l1c con11no11 )(C)C><l. 1't1is 11lorol 



sensibility turns ''s fr<>1l1 t l1c JJt1 rsuit <>fpleasure t<>'v::ircl t11e 
perfor1nal1cc of tl11tics t<J\vnr(I otllers anti expla ins <>ur 
acliniration of "clf-..,ac..·rificc i1'lc.le11en<l<:nt ly <>f externnl 1·c­
'varcl or J)t11tisl11l1(•11t . 

Bernard Ma11dcvillc (<'. 1670-1733), in The Foble ofihe 
Bees, clcf<::r1cl<·d cgc>istic l1sycl1<>logy ogai 11~t tl1i ~ attack ancl 
ridiculed tl1e co1lcCpl of 1nf>ral cc>r1scie nce ~L'i ~t l1ypocritical 
device for u1ai11lt1i ni1lg sc>cial JJrivi lcges, ;1 vie'v lt\tcr 
echoed by I lolhach , Marx, and Nict,.d1c. Bishop Joseph 
Butler ( 1602-1752), whose sermons in defense of Chri<· 
tian n1orality :1g:1inst the l')'11icis111 cJf llolJl>cs a11cl f\·11\ncle­
villc reve~tl cxtruortlirl~tr)' an:1lytical 1>0\ver, arg11ecl that 
bc11ev0Je 11cc a11<l c..·c>11scic11ce are as t leepJy roote<-1 in l1u­
rr1an rtaturc as is sc)f .. 10,,c. T 11 .-cldi1l~ conscience o r ir1tui· 
lion of (luty to bc11ev<>l c11c<~ i1s the 1>syc)1o logical s0\1rce of 
ITIOra l c>l>Ji~atic>n , 1111tlc.:r l t·~SCTlt'll t he stress of earl ie r 
n\oral-sc1a!\e tlle<>rists 011 c111oti<>11 nncl gttve 1nore recogni­
tion to t11c r<>lc c..>r' ratio11~t l j ut lg111ent. 

~1oral-se11sc tl11..:ory, reB 11etl furtlacr l)y Oavi<l I ra rt lcy 
(1705- l 757) and Admn Smith ( 1723- J 7!JO), who applied 
11tilituria11 etl1 ics to ec<>11<>111ic t hc<>ry. ncl1ievcd its 1t1o~t 
JJe rsttasivc..· for111ul~1lio11 i11 t l1c \vriti11g." f>f David f-l1t111c. 

Hume. David llume ( l711- 1776). like Hartley "nd 
Smitl1. co11'1l>i11cU an c111otion.t l uccOl11}t <>f 111orality '"il'h a 
u tilitaria11 tlle<>ry of g0<><-1 . I lu1l1c's cli scl1ssions of etl1ics in 
tl1e tl1ir(I r>art of l1 is A 'J''rctitise tJf l.Jri111<111 l\ratt1re aufl, 1nore. 
fl1lly. i11 l1is i \,1 J£11t111ir!J Co11cerrii11g tlie T'ri11ci1J les oj 
i.\1orals <ll'C attcnrL)tS to a1tS\vcr tile 1rletactl1ic~,1 q11esti<>ns of 
tile rncaning of gc>c.>d. r igl1t, justice, :111cl '' irtt1e; by \Vhat 
stant larc..ls tl"lcy are attribtatc•cl tc> 1)erso11s n11cl nctic>1lS; ho"' il 
is psychologically 1>ossi l>le for 111c11 to acln1 ire i111cl cultiv:ttc 
n1or..,lity at t l1 e CXJlCnsc of !iClf .. i11tc!rest~ ;111cl l)y ,..,11at rules 
ethical t li s(lutes c~111 l>c- clcciclecl i1'1 fnvor of o ne juclgn1eilt 
agai11st tt1•c>tl1cr. l)cs1>ite t l1c clarity a11c..I p;(l<><l sen~e tllat 
l l111ne bri11g~ tc> l>car oo 1l1<'se to1Jics. hi s t lisc11ssio 11 sl1ift~ 
i1lilclverlc 1ltly fto111 c)11c type cJf t lll('Stic>n to a11ot he r, partic­
ularly frf>1n <.111estions of 111ca1li11g tc> tl11estio11s of 11"1oti\•tl­
t io11, il s l1ift ch nr;;1c tcri~ti c.· o r 111oralwsc11sc tl1ec>ries. 

1 lltllle l>c~i r-. s l1i s st11<li l~, of etl1ica l j11<lg ir1C'nt 'vitJ1 n 
searcl1 l(>r t ilt! 1r1ca11ir1gs of c tl1ical l('l'lns. r•inc..li ng llO ob~ 
serval>lc f:1ct" o r l<>gica l rclatic>11s t l1at ~11l"'ver to our con­
cc1>ts of gc>o<lncs~. j u st ic..·e, a11(l n1orid vi rtue, I-I111rlC C<>1l · 
c l11t lcs tl1:1t t11e runcti<ln of ctl1ic;il tcr1ns is not tel clc11ote 
c1l10litics or rc latio11.., IJt1t t<> cc>nvcy a "senti1l1e111 <>f tll)\)rc>­
l);tti<>11," .\0 tlltlt tl1cir l11C"nning- i\ tel IJc (c>l111c) i1t the feelings 
of t11t• juclgc r:1thcl' th n11 in t11c ol,jcct jticlge<I. \Ve call 
tl1ings goc><J fc.>r tl1e sa111c r(•nso11 t l1a l \\le ca ll tJ1cJ'n bc<\uti­
rul: l >ec.:atlS(~ \VC fi11cl t h l'll) agree:tlJIC. All ol>jcct is goc>_<l if ii 
is iol1nc•cliatc ly lJlea~ar1t, or if il is a usefu l n1cans for nt· 
t;.1ining ~0111ctl1 i11g (')SC" Ll1i1t is r>leasant. Virtues arc t)U:.ll i­
tic:s t l1at 1·cnclcr a r>crsc>n agrcc:.ll)IC c>r uscf\1) to l1i1nsell or 
to o tl1crs, \vl1ctl1cr tl~cy ~lse "r1at ural virtues'' ~ucll ns l1tlent, 
\vit, ancl bc..·nevc>le11ce <>r .. nrtillcinl ,1irtues·· like l10 1lcsty 
ancl justice. \.Yl1i le j 11tl1{111ents as tc> \vl1;.1t is t1.scr11I irl l)ro· 
rll1ci1)g pfea.s11rc, insof;1r ns tl)ey rest 011 kr10,vlccJgc of 
ca11sal fact~, are 'vitl1ir1 t l1c co11111etence of reaso11, r1ev­
crtJ1c lcss tl1cy clc1)c11cl. ft>r t heir <lis ti11ctively ethical illl • 
11ort, (>11 ICc li11g: o r ta'\lc, since ratic>11al kno,v_lcclgc a l<>ne is 
''n<>t s1.1fTicic11t" tc> llr<>tlucc c1ny 11t<)ral bl~\1ne o r ~lJ)proba· 
tic>n. •• U ti I ity is <>11ly ~1 te 11clcnc>' t<> n cc1t;1i n e 11U ; a11t1 \vere 
tl1c c11(l tcltnlly i11<-liffcrc._·11t tc> us. we s ho u l(I feel t11c sa1r1c 
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incli ffcrc11cc to,varcl tl1e 1l1cans. lt is requisite u certain 
ser"1ti111e11t shc>ul<l here clis1)lt\Y itself .. ," (E11qt,iry Con· 
cer11i11g the PrinctrJles of AoforC<ls, Appendix J). 

T l1l1s, ace<>rtling to I lu11,e , tl1cre ~tre two l)OSsible 
g rou11ds or standi-\1·cls of eval\1atior1. 11tility a11d feeli11g, t l1e 
f>ne ol>jcctivc nn(I subject to ra tio-na l confim1atio11. the 
o tllcr subjective a11(l personal. Tl)e objective .stt111dard, 
unfc>1't1111atcly) ~1pp)ies C)1lly to i11str,1n1cnt:1I values ancl no t 
l<> u1ti1nate ends. Hov..•ever , tl1c suUjecti,1ity of feelings is 
not cnt1ojc for clcstl<tir about acllievi11g agrcC11'1ent on ethical 
juclg1nents. s i11ce tl1c sentime11t tllat rnotivatcs tl1en1, tl1c 
disinterestc<l p leasure :1ncl ll\>tlroval t ha t \VC feel in co11ten1-
1>lati11g actions <-lirectecl to\varcl the \vclfare o f others, is. for 
I l u1ne as for 13t1tlcr. a 1111i,1ersal tCn<le ncy i11 l1u111an 11ature. 

Moral reaso11s on<l psycllological tllOtlves. J 11 <.'01n1no11 
\vitl1 (~lolJbes a11cl Lock<!. \vl10 justifiecl nlor.11 cc)tl(luc t by 
tJ1e fc:tr or J)\1l'lisl1mer1t, :.tl1<-I t J1e earlier 1noral~sct1:,e tllCO­
ri~ts, \vl1<> explai1)ecl 1nc>r~tl <>bligutio n i11 tcr1l)S of the b~­
ncvolent affectio 11s, l~11n1c i<lentillcs tl1e psycl1o logica) n10· 
tives that infl11c11cc ancl oftc11 prejt1clicc 111011,J juclgi11ents 
\V it i' tl1c logical grou11cls or reasons ror n1c>r;\I ju<-lg1ne11t~. 
1•·ron1 tl1e premise that, \Vero it not for ou r 11atur.1I Ue­
ncvolence, \ve \V<>\1lcl not care c no ug:l1 ~tl>oul 111t>Tt\I is­
sues to n1ake 1nc>ral jt1tlgme11ts, l-1\1111e clr~t\VS the 1io11 se· 
q1iit11r t ha t the 011ly eviclc11cc tl1at supl)Orts sucl1 j11clg1nents 
lies i11 tl1c feeli11g of llllProv;.1) C)r c_li:-.a1JJJroval 1l1ut 1nc1tivatcs 
tl1c111. 

l lun1e te11<-ls to cqunte 1n<>rol ''irtt1c \\1 ith t11e i\rt ific ial 
<1u:1li ty c>f j11stioc~. artificial llccause it is req1aircc..l.011l y for 
t11e l)rotectio1l o f prc>11crty ri gl1ts il'1 a society i11 w ltic)-1 
goods are 11c ither too scare<! 11or !it1fRcic11tl~1 a111,111dar1t. T l1e 
il'npc,rtance for socia l l1arnto 11y <>f strict cc>11for1n ity to Ja,vs 
rcrldcrs it ch1ngerot1s iln<l 1111clcrslrable lo 1n:1ke exce11tio ns 
i11 tl1c na1llC of expeclicr1cy. Cf>11scc..1t1e11tly. tl1e 1.1ti lity of 
s trict j ustice ot1t\vcigl1s the 11ti)ity of a11y p.ossiUle cxcer>­
t ions. ll11t 1-T t11l}C realizcc.I tl1at t11i~ ratl1e r al>stract l1tilitarinn 
Co1'1si<-leratic>n can l\ ;_1rdl}' eX[>la in <>l.ll" sense of 1rtc>r.-1I <>bli­
gali<)11 11ncl 0\1r a<ll'niratior1 for tl1osc w l10 <lcrn<)llStrttte lligll 
rnor.t1 cl1ar~1ctcr. l ie t11ercfore s11p1)1e1ne11ts tl1is acc<>lant 
\vith t11c n(>tion C)f '"clisintercslcc.l interest" t'1at rescnllJles 
th e mtional 1nor~1I sc11sc tlJlf>ealccl to l>y Butler, l.,ricc, oriel 
Heid (sec hclow). 

l lc>,vever, l-l111nc is 1101 I)Ositing a11y occult faculty. for })e 
CXIllnirlS <-lisinterestccl 111c,ral '\t)JJrc>1><tlio11 as a co1nbin a tio11 
of the 11(1tUl'>li 4uality or sympathy for others (pain lll wit· 
~~ssi11g a11C)tl1c 1··s )Jai11) ancl tl1e l1;_1bit o f f<>)(O\\ting l'1.1les. 
S111cc 11a11.1ral syn1p;\tlly alc>ne \voul<l lcitcl u s i11tc> ir\justiccs 
ttnd cc>nsiclerations <>f uti lity a lo11c \voul<-1 seciT\ to justify 
cxcci>tions tc> gc 11eral r11lcs, ,,,,,e co1l1e to agree on gc1leral 
pril1cip lcs o f cc>11cll1Ct and trt\11~fer to t11esc p rincipl es tile 
sentilncnt or apprclbatiOn that \ve <>1;ginal)y felt tO\Vl\l'd tl1c 
l1appi11ess or rcle~tse fro1n ]Jain usually JJrc>rlt1Ce<l by fr>llo\v• 
ir1g suc)1 pri1lc.i 1J )e~. ~l~l~u.~ ttrises tll<! Sense of n1o ral ()lity 
an<l tl1c ~a1>itc1ty for d1s1rltc restecl approval. llerc ag:.\in, 
) l tlllle oncrs: ~1 psyc)1ologica) Clcscri t)tic>Jl Of t)1c 111c>tivatir1g 
processes that c;.111se 11s to approve of 1nor~ll virtue as an 
a 11s,ver to tl1c l1uestio11 o f wl1at c ritel'ia \VC use to jt1c.lgc 
persor1s ancl <\Ctio11s t<> be \VOrtl1y of 1nora l itpprovul. ()nee 
tl1is ident ity <.>f psycl1o logical n1otive :l11d logical grouncl is 
i>resu,Jposecl , it becc)1l1cs i1TI1Jossi l>le to disti11gt1 is l1 be­
t\VCcr1 cc)rrect ar1tl inc(>rrecl 1no11\l j11<lg1ne11ts. 1·l1e ques· 
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tion as to "vhether a<.:Lion ll\at 1nects witll general approl>a­
tior' acltial ly merits such approl,atiorl cannot cvc1l be 
raisetl, since rr\Cri t has already l>een ide ntified '\vith the 
rr1erc fact of appr<>batic>n. 

Freedorn. On tile iss11e <>f free 'vi ll and its re1:1tic>n to 
rnoro'I responsibilit)•, i-l urnc argticcl i>crs\1asi,•cly tl\at re­
sponsib ility presttpposes the causal effic.:icy of tl1rcat c>f 
punishment. He developed further the argume nts of 
llobbes and Locke that freedom is not a quality of the will 
bt1t tt rel;:\tior1 between <les ire. action , and C1\vi roo1n c rlt, 
suc~1 that a 1nan is free when 11is actions are causecl by lliS 
own c.lesires ur1d t1 1\i1npcclc<l by external restr.iints, a vie"v 
thut \.Vi llia1n James later baptized ''soft deter1ni 1)i~ 1n. " 

Com1nolt-sensc intuitionism. H t11t1e's subjective account 
of mor-;_tl j Lllign)c11 t ' vas counte recl by the con)mon .. sensc 
intuitionism of Thomas Heid ( 17 10-1796) and Richard 
Price ( L723- l79l), who explained the moral sense, or 
e<>nscience, U1at ent\bles man to <listi nguj sh righ t fr<>rn 
''"rong as a combin ation of bcr\evolent em<>tio11 and ration­
al irltuition. Bott\ argued, like Butler, tl1at n1oral prirlciples 
are nc>t in need <>f utilita1·ia 1) j L1Stification but are as nah1ral 
lo man as self-love and desire for pleasure. Re id argued 
th<-tt rr1or-;_1) qualities are as <lil'CCtly perceived a~ physical 
p t'operties are ar1d tJ1us exist in tl'IC ol)jcct juclgecl r-.ither 
t l)an i11 the feelings of tl'lc subject '"' ho j udges. F.thi cs is as 
mt1ch a n1attcr of objective fact as science is, except that 
its principles n1·c self-evide nt and can be discovered by 
''cornmon sense" alone, uncorrupted by ))a(l i>l'li losoph.y. 
Re id also clcl"cnded the belief in freedom of the wi ll '" the 
ground c>f rr1oral resporlsil>ility, nrgt1i1lg that \ve nee irltro­
specti,,.ely a\varc of our ability to choose bctwcc11 goo<I a11d 
evil inclcpc ndently <>f Ol.ir desires. 

The t' rench Enlightenment. Elhical thought in 
eiglltcer1th-century F rar1ce paralle lecl devclopn1r; nts in 
Great llrilai n, a lthough the F rench philosophers foiled to 
csta1lli sh as strong traditio11s as tl1cir llri tish contentllO• 
raries. f 're11cl1 thought ~u bsequent to tl1c eig11tecr1 tl1 cCl'• tury 
added litt le to rnornl phil osophy as compared with tltat of 
Germany and Great Rritain. Due t<> t11e ir intense inv<llvc­
rne11t in pol iti~ll issues, tl)e F rc11cl1 w riters placed rl1e ... 
torical e ffect ivc11css ~\hove cl:1rity nn<I consistC1lCy as a 
standard of philosoph ic>al value. 

Voltaire (l"ran~ois Marie Arouet, 1694- 17781 und 
j ean-Jacques Rousseau (1712.-1778) led the revolt against 
Cartesian n1tionalism as well as :1gainst pc>1itica1 a1'l<l rcl i­
gio\1S su1)crstitior1, so transfor1ni11g l)l·1llosophy i 11to ideol· 
ogy tl1a t iliC<Jl.ogt'e bccarn e ~l pc>p11 lar l"re nch syr1ooy1t1 for 
vhilosophe. Voltaire e mployed acid satire in attacki ng 
r'el igi<>US arid p hiloso1)l) ic._d c>bsct1ranti s1n in C<11~dide, 
za,lig, ancl l1is Pl1ilosoph.iC<ll Dict·iOn(iry, \vhile ll<>t1sseat1 
ir•augurated tl'lc rornantic style of soo l-stirri1lg emotional 
i1)tens ity, in place of dc tac l1ed analys is and rigor<>us argL1· 
menl. De ni s Diderot (17 13- 1784) raised philosophi cal 
writing to the highest level of literary grace and subtlety 
si nce Plato, crit icizing con\'entional morality a·n<l religious 
beliefs in his 1·cn1arkabJe essay·n<>vels Le Ne1>eu 'le Ra­
meau, Jacques le f"taliste, <1 nd Reve de d'Aleml>ert. Yet 
w l1ilc al)l)reciatir,g t l1eir extrao1·(lir1ary intellectual quali ... 
ties ~tn<I the pcr1n(tr1er1ce <>f t11e ir place i11 \Vcstcr1'l Ct1ltl1re, 
it must be noted lhat they provided few new concepts 
anc.l p rinciples Ot) '"'l1 icl' later ethical r>h ilc>sc>y1hers cot1lcl 
build . 

llot1~·sea11 . Rot1SSC<'lu 's celel)t'atc<J C;\:altat-ion of L1nh.1torctl 
l1u1na1) nature in his t'vo Discc>tirses attrihutec1 genial a1'lcl 
coopertttive tt:Jl<.1c ncics to rnar1's irlr•tttc <Ji sposition (tnd 
aggress ively self·serving tender1cies to the ))nrmf11 I i11-
Auel1ce of civi lizatio11. Tl)is co i11ci<lcd \v itll t l1c 6ritisl1 
moral· sense tlleorists' utl;tcks or1 1 loblJesian egois1n . 1-lo\v­
cvcr, un like Hun'le {his frier1d al1d bc11cfacto r JJrior to t l11tir 
11c>toric>us public qt1a.rrcl), 1l<>usse;1u con~idered cust«">1)1 
an<I la,v to be arllitrary restrai n ts c)r'l 0}\!\1r;;1l i n11)t1lses 
ratlle r than rutiorla l n1cthocls of c l1ar1nelir1g sel f- interest 
to,va1·d tl)e c<>mn1on gc>c>d. \.Yhatever j 11sti fication can be 
given f<>r cor1trol of tl1c in cliv iclua l l>y soci(tl institt1tio11s lay, 
for 'RoL1sseatJ, i11 their claim to re1>1·cscn1· the .. general 
\viii," that is, tJ1e <.lcs irc~ of tl'IC 111ajority, ir1depende11t1}1 of 
\Vl'lcthc t' \vhat is so des ired is goocl. \iVl) il c R<>11ssca tl 
argued f<>rcefully. in Tlie Soci<tl C<>11trc1ct, for p<>pu1ar 
sovcrc ig11ty a1'ld th<~ ri ght <>f revolt1tior1. l)o jL1~tifiecl t1)c t•Se 

hy the state of extrer11cJy 1'CJ)ressive n1e:1s ures, sL1cl1 as tltc 
cleath r>en ttlt}' for ~tl1c i o;n) . His rat l1e r 1nystic-;_tl no tion <>f tl1e 
stale a< the embodiment of the general w ill h" lpcd lo 
insr>i re the overt1"1rO\V i n FratlCC o r absolute n1onarchy in 
f.1,1or of representative govern1nc n t, yet l)alt a. cc11tury J~ter 
it was emr)l<>ye<I Uy Ficl1tc, antl a cerltu ry ;\fter that ll}' 
Len ir1, i1• the ju ~tific;1ti<>11 <>f a11thol'itarian is1r1. 

:\ ltho1lgl1 llc>ussettt1's religi<>us n1 ysticis1n a11<I h is prefer­
ence f<>r fecli11g ovcl' rnt ior)al pru(Jer1ce 've re cc>r1tr~1ry to 
the gcr1cral t<>11e c>f the £ nlighte 1)f1)Ct1t, h is n1ost la~ti 11~ 
contribution to etl1icitl pl1i loso1J l1 y '''<-ts l1i s i11sistencc tl)at 
good ;;\r1(l evi l te nclencies tire d1le to soc ial c~tu8cS, a y1ri1•­
ciple that he s hared with Mont.,sqnieu, Voltaire, and the 
E11cy],>peclist.s. T he soun<lnc!>S of this pri11ciple is s1 1l)jcct 
to 4ucstio11, \)11t t))ere car1 Ue 110 cloul) t t l11:1t it ~crvctl ~•S tt 
L1sef11 l g1.1ic.le in tl1c rcftltrn of social instit11tic>11s. 

Montesquie1J. C l1arles L<">u i s (le Scco11<.lat, U-;_1ro11 de lit 
Brede ct de Montesquieu ( 1689 - L755), in The Spirit. of the 
Laws fc>uncletl tl1c relati\1istic c01'1ce1:>ti<>n <>f 1t1t>r~1I a11cl 
political pl'i11c ir>les "" gro11 n<.le<l in tile tm<li tions of ,,nrt ic­
ular socie ties . 1~1'lc ··.s11irit c>f tl)c lt1,vs" is t11e syste n1 of 
sc>cial practices in reJt,lio1' to \vhicl) 1)('\V J,1,vs <\l'C to h <' 
evalualc<l . \<\'estern 1::\1ro1JC"a11 g'c)vcr111nc nls 1'C<lt1irc a clivi .. 
sion of ft1nctio11s a1)c) C()lllper1sati11~ cl1ecks :t11cJ l>alances tc> 
ful fil l tllc J);1rl ly rcpt1Ulican, ll<\1'11)' 111<)Jlarc:l1ic-;_1l val ues c>f 
Eurc>penn :\OCiety. 111 t rC~\lit1g \'ltl t1<.:s (I' historical ;111cl so­
ciological facts. r;ither tl1an as <l ivine pri11ci1) lcs <lr lt~1tt1ra1 
la"vs, ~tor1tesc1uieu <lcvclo1Je<.I f111' tl1c r ll1c scic1)tific ;lp­

proach t<> etllics a11d p<>l itics begun lly ~tlacl1 i ;1ve l li ~1·n<l 
Hobbes. 

The Enc~clopedlsts. Dc 11is Didc rol, C laude Helveti us 
(1715-1771), and Buron Paul D ie trich d' l lo lhach (1723 -
17'89) <lerived, frorn n n1alc rial istic t llCOry of 11at1.1rc, an 
etl1ical v ic ' v based <>11 t11e S(·lf-centerecl p\1rst1i t c>f })le.1~ 
su re \tS the S<>1e rtllio11ul flll>t ivc for a<:tion. A \vc1l-or<lt:red 
soc ic t)' , c>n tl1cir vio,v, is one in wl1 ic h 111c f)u rst1it <)f per­
sonal \Vcll-l)eing is t11 1 hir,<lert~cl by !'ocial autl1ori ty. l n~of;_1r 
as there are co11flicts l)ctwccn JOC)r.tlity n1)(l self-in ter<.~st, 
tl1ese are d ue to clefects <>f S<lcinl organizati<>n -;_111<.f per,1erse 
ec.luc;.\tion , 1·ather th~tn to l~te »)oral tlcfccts of i11clividLLals. 
1'11esc E11cyclc>pecJist~. nruJ ki11clrc<I St)iri ts i11 ot~1c1· cotin­
trics, s 11cl1 as the ltalio11 lcgttl pl1i l,>sc,-p l-1<!r l~eccaria. <'1n­
plO)'ecl util itariar1 rnorn1 thr;ory i 11 llol itical C<ttrt 11<ti1411 s for 
represenh.ttivo govern111ent an(l h111rla11<.: laws n11t l 1>u11isl1· 
1ncn ts. 



Kant and the German Enlightenment. T he Enlighten­
mcr)l {ltt<.tck <>n traditi<>11 :.trld Hutl\ority in favor <>f individ .. 
ual reas<>n tool.: a r1onl1t'il itarian for1n in tlle phi losophy of 
Immanuel Kan t (1724- L804). T he utilitarians identified 
re<.1s<>•1 wit l1 t)n\Ctical irttcll igc11ce in tl1c pursuit of happi­
ness. Ka11t, however, inl1eritcd tl1e Cartesi<-tn an<I Leil)-
11izian conception of rcuso 11 <.ts tl1c intellectual recc>gr1itio n 
of ahst,.,1ct truths. In fashioning an ethical theory that be­
carne the 1nair1 riva l of t1tili tario11isrr1, Kant co111l1inecl the 
A11g11stir1 iar1 e 111p l1asis, revived by Uutler, Price, :.1nd l\eid, 
o r1 the internal s c 11sc of moral obligation \Vitl1 tl1e ratior1al .. 
ist ic itlc<-11 of' kno,vle<lge its <.1 deductive S)'Sten1. In his 
Critique of Pure lleoson, he attempted to show that the 
1'1'\VS or SCiCr1ce are illl()C>Se<J by tf1e n1 incl On tl)e O))jectS of 
its perceptic>JlS a 11ci can tht1 s l>c knc>,vn \vith cc1·tainty 
thr(>1.1gh ref-lecti<)11 <>n t11e ;.1 pric>ri structl1re of k110\vleclge. 
Jn l1is Criti<fc'e oj' Prcsctical Reaso11 lie api:>lie(t the same 
i1nalysis to e tl1ics, f<>1111 cling mor;1J ity <>n tl1e ._, priori la'"~ 
witl1 v.rl1ic11 .. f>ractic<.11 re~1sc>r1'' regul~1tes octio11 . \Vl1i le Kant 
clef c 11t led religiOl1S fait l1 agai nst 1 he \1t i litaria11 freethinkers> 
l\C sharccl thei r ' ' ie'v that e tl1ics is in ,JepC:lldC11t of tJ1eoJ .. 
ogy, n1ld l1e follo,vecl tl1c clcistic t l'aclitior1 of i11terpreting 
Cod as :-1 scien tific ancJ ethical iclea1, ratl1er tl1a 11 as a super .. 
natunll sc>urcc of rc,1clat io11 a11cl a1..1 tl\ority. 

In l1is 1r1ost ir1fll1e 11t ial \vork 011 c tllics, Tl1e Fout1datic>ns 
of the ,Wet(lphysics of Morals, Kant made the most thor­
<>ugl1 ;.tttempt by any pl1i l<>S<>J)l1er to clarif)' and CXJ)lairl t11e 
clifferencc l>et\veen c t·hi ca l 1>1'inci1) les nncl laws of r1nt11re. 
The difference lies both in our s ubjective sense or obl iga· 
ti<>n to obey ll1oral lnws~ as contr~lste<-1 witl1 la,vs <)f r1 ;.\ture, 
toworc.I '''hic l) ,..,e feel n<> such ol>ligation, and in tile prnc­
t ical-tl1at is, prcscriptive-nle:1ni11g of n1ornl Ja,vs, in 
contrast \~.tit l1 tl1e "t11eorctical .. -that is, descri ptivc­
n1eni1ir1g c1f la ,vs o f' J1 <.ttl1re. 1n vi rt11e c>f tl•iS clifferCrlce, 
r11oral !"\a les ar e exprcssctl in the in1r)erativc 1noocJ :,nd Ja,vs 
c>f 1)::\lure i1l t l1c cJccl~tr<.1tive 1noocl. To t1ccou11t fol' this cli s· 
1>~1.rity, Kant disti11g,1 is l1c(I t'vo retdrr1s of k110\vledgc cle;.1)­
ing \vith two 111cta11hysic;1)Jy Ois1i11ct s,1bject n1attcl's. Nai-u· 
ral scic11ce, i11cl1lc.ling scic11tiflc psycllo logy, fc>rr11ttlates 
law.) <>f 111\t·ure t l1at tl'e 1ni11cl i1)1 L>oses <>r' the objects of 
percc11tic>11 in nccol'<la 11cc 'vitlt the lJrirtci5)IC of c~1t1sal de­
te rn1inisrn. Etl1ics artic ulates tl1e ••Jaws or frecclc>rn" t11at a 
mti<>na} l>ci1)g i11l5>osc!'i <>n l1i s ow11 11ctions ar,cl expects 
<)tl1e r r:1tiona l l;ci 11g~ to recc>gnize ;111d obey. 1~11e j usti­
fication for tl)ese ru les lies in the Jogic<tl fact that to l>c 
r.it i OJl a) 1neans to act i11 ac<..'Ortla11ce \vith gc11cr~1I 1·u les n11c1 
l l\~tt 1noral 1'L1lcs ttrc tl•<>Se wl1icl1 ca11 l>e f<>llc>\vecl consist­
e11tly Uy aJI r~\tio11al l>eings. T l1us, i11sofar as .-nan is 1·no1·al, 
he is r~1tio11al arid, i11 tills se11se, free; insofar as l1c is im· 
1noral) l1e is an irratio11a) s lave to llis r1atu~ I ir1c li11ations. 
·1·11e rcw~lrtl <>f virtue is not l1oppi11css ))11t <lignity aJ1cl 
frt:eclc>111 . 

M<)ral v irtue: tl~e supren1e goocL Ka11t's systen1 of ctl1ics 
is bu ilt <>11 t11rcc 11il lars: tl1c cxa111i11ati<>n of tl1c facts of 
moral cxperic11ce, tl)c ;_tnnly:-,i.) of tl1e lc>gic <>f e tl1icul j udg­
rr1e nt, <\Jld the forn1,1 lntion or tl1c 111ctapl1ysicnl t,'lrinciples 
l>rcsu1>J)<>secl by etJ1i ca l jutfg11tents, as distinct fro1l1 
scicr1t i f-ic ~c11eral i 'l.t1liorlS. 111 t lle fir~t p:;ll't or lllc Fot111da­
tiOtl$ Kr11lt ~' 1'gl1Cs. like R<'i cl, t l1:Jt con1 111c>n-sense reflection, 
11 11corruptc<l by tl1c c.l i tll cctic~ c>f 1>l1iloso1)l)crs) i11forn1s l1s 
\vitll t1 r1,vnv<"ri1lg c(~rtai11t y that duty is clistinct fro1l1 pleas­
ure <.111cl uti lity, tl1at 1r1c>r<.tl virtllC or "gc>otl \vii)" is tl1c s 1.1-
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prcn1e gc>od to which all otl1er values are s11bc>rdin:tte, a11d 
tl)at 1nornl worth is 1\0t rncast1rcd eit l1cr by the conse­
q 1,1onces of <.\ pers<>n's actions <>r by l1is natural benevo­
lence bul l)y tile agent's intcntiorl to <>bey rnor:.ll l~\,vs. 

Categorical i1>iperatives. 1n t11e scco11d section of tl)c 
Foundat·!ons, Kant attempts to exp)ai11 1he <listir1ctive 
charnctcr of moral laws by cl tu·ifying the logical differences 
bet,veen three types of r11les or in1peratives : tccl1r1.ical 
" rules of s kill," prudential '°<'Ounsc ls" as to how to achieve 
llappiness-, anc.1 rnoral duties. --rJ1e first two, he arg\aes, are 
" hypot hetical im1)eratives'' 'vhosc directives ~\re co11tin .. 
ge11 t <>n tl1e des ires <>f t11e agel1t. Naturalistic ethics 1nis­
takes COl111sels of -p rudc11cc for moral la,vs becatlse t l1c 
desire fo1· l1ap1) i1)ess is so universal tllt\t directives to,vt1rd 
this end 11ave the su1)crllcial ap1lcar<.1ncc of ur1conditio11al 
laws. B11t the gc11cralizution that aJI nlCJl seek happi 11ess i ~ 

a la'v of n~1ture, nc>t a rule commantlii1g actio1~, and tl1e 
very poss ib ility of a moral <.'Ode entai ls that this psycholog­
ical generaJizatic>n is sul)jcct to cxceptio(l . For rrlc>ral duty 
requires t11al t l1e age11t sacrifice l1i.s perso11al l1ap1) ir1ess ~1nd 
eve1\ the v.re)fare of l\iS COl'll r'nt1n it)' rattier than ' ' iolatc a 
··categorical irnperative." 

A 1noral or ge1111ine ly categorical irn1)erativc is a rule tha t 
comn1ar1ds a type <>faction indc1)cndc ntly <>f' a11y dcsil'ed 
e11cl, i11clt1ding hc1ppirlCSS. Kant accepl'l t l1c util itaria11 
<.Lccourat of hypothetical in11)erativcs but argues t))al the 
pecu liar obligatori11ess <>f mclral principles can be ex ­
plained <>nly by their ltn1·cst ric ted u1)iversality nr1cl tl1us by 
tl1eir i1)clcpcnclcr1ce <)f a11y facts of llt1ma1\ natl1re orcircum­
st1-111ce. It is not i11 vir tue of w)1at s~ltisfics l1uman 11eecls, 
bu t i11 virttic of the de1na11d of reaso1) t h<.1t ac t ion be in 
accorclance with 'tniversal lo,v) t11at ,,.,e feel obJigatecl to 
obey n1orn.I pri1)ciples. 

Universalizability criterion. T o the q uestion of whe ther 
nr1)' r\1lc of actiOtl earl <1t1~tJ ify as a n1ora l principle, Kant's 
al1swer \Vas in t l1e negative. Ile n1alntai11cd t)lat tl1cre is 
Orte gc11eral or "ft1ndamental'' categorical i1npcrative from 
,vhicll -.111 specifi c 1noral t luties c:tn be derived: ··i\ Ct <>nly 
<>n t11at maxim wh ich you ca11 \vi ll to be a lfll i vers~1l law." 
All in;.l.xi1no; 0 1' s1>ecific rules <>f conduct C<-lll be judged 
n1orully rigl1t or w1·ol1g accorcling t<> this ge11eral criterior>. 
If L1n iversa} obedience to a pl"oposed rt1le v.roulct c<>ntrudict 
t l1e very purpose <>f t11e rule, as is tl1e case for rul es t})at 
t11)dcr cc1·1'ain cirCl1tnst~tnccs pem1 it lying, steali ng, or 
t1ki ng life (s<>n1e,vh;1t inco11s istc11tly, K.ant approvecl of 
ca1>ib l pt1nisl)111cnt). then tJ1e rl1le canno t be ()art <>fa ft'l•C 

lnoral cc>de. 1n cc>ntrast, a r1l le Sl1cl1 ~ts "Do riot n1ake false 
prorr>iscs" can ir1 prirlciplc be follov.recl v.ritl1011t excc(>liorl 
and tlllJS q11alifies •1s a moral cll1ly. 

This criterion <>f u11i versnlizabil ity, t l1a t is, the logical <>r 
p.i;ychc>lc>gical poss ibility of req1,1iri11g univel'sa1 <>l>cdience 
to a ru le of action (logicnl for "strict" duties and psycho­
logical for ' 'n1er itorio us'' dtltics)~ 'vas ui1doul)teclly Kant's 
lllost origi nal a11d in'lJ)C>rttt.rtt cc>11tr ib\1tio11 to ctl)ical tl1cory. 
It expresses r11oro pl"cciscly <.\1ld 1..1na1nbig\1ously tl)e 
"golde n rul e" to be found in all the great re ligions, and it 
ha.~ l)een inc<>rp<>r;1ted, in <>ne fc>rn1 or anc>tl1cr. in 1n<>St 
n1ocle r11 syslCll"IS of ethical tl1eory. Cc>untlcss 'vritc!rS sir)Ce 
K;-1nt 11avc attcn1ptcd t<> rcforn1ulatc tile criterion <>f uni­
versalizabi lity in ~1 '.vay Sltfficie11tly q'1alific<I to ttvoi<l rca .. 
sonable obj ecti<>tts, but without complete success. 
1~11c obvious ohjectio11 to K;.\nt's fc>nn11lation is t l1at 110 
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011e \V<>Ltl(l \va11t ttJtU speci fic rule of actio 11 to l)e fo llo,vecl 
" ' ithout exception. No <n1e \VC>ulcl want the lrLllh to l>e toltl 
01' occasio r>s ,.,..J,cn l111n1itiga tccl llar1n \VOt1lcl rest1lt- for 
cxi11lll)le , \vhen a 1n11rclc r<"r <.lc111an(Js to k11ow wl1crf' his 
in tc r1clec1 victitn i.., l'litling. Kant·~ O\vn rc rJly to tl1is o l>jcc­
tion is tha t, \vhile <>r'lc 111ay 11ol be 1>sycl\ologically in<.:lirictl 
to tell t11e trt1th 0 11 sucl1 occasio r1s, there is rlO logical c<>n ­
tmdicl ic)rl ill w il li11g- th;.tt is, commandi11g-tl1~tt it be tolcl , 
co1ne ,..,J1at 1nay. 

A seconcl objectio11 i.s t hal K~1nt a.sSLllllC~. for ~1 J'1y rule c>f 

ac ticJ11, tl-1at e it l1er it <>r its negatic>11 1n ust be a n1c>ral la"v, 
un<l yet t11ere arc fc"Y rtales, if an}'. \Yl\icll \VC \vo u ltl cttre t<> 
l1ave follo"vecl urJivcrS4\lly in e ithe r 1><>s(tive o r negative 
for111 . Kan t argues tli ti. t, si11ce it \voultl be sclf-clefeating tc) 
\vii i tha t every pe rson rnay make false p ro1nises 'vhen it 
S\1its l\is pt1rl)oscs, we <>t1p;ht to \·Viii thn.l fa lse pro1)1ises 
never be rnacle. Yet 011 tl\C same reasoning or1e <.~>uld jus­
tify a ll sorts o f absurcl laws, such tts that everyone a t a ll 
t imes wear l1cavy clo thi ng, s it)CC \VC 'voul cl " 0l ant i cou lcl 
l)Ot will tl1e universal prol1ibitio 11 of hea''Y clc>tl1ing. 

1\ t l1ird v.•eakness o f Kant ·s thc:ory is tha t it i>ro vicles no 
grO\ltldS ror c(eci<fi rlg \Vhal is right in ~\ sil t1ation \Vllere 
a1, pare11t n1oral c.lu ties co llide and c>11e 1n ust l)e sacrificccl i11 
fovc>r o f ttnother. \Vith respect to thi s p rob lc 111, util itttrian­
i~ 1n seems clear!}' st1perior to Kt1nti~u1 e tl1ics. 

Autonomv of tlie will. T he th ird part o f Kant'' ethical 
tl\eory consist-; in tl1c 1)1ctapllys ic•tl accc>unt c>f t11e rat ic>nal 
will as a .'!Otirce of ac tion 011tsicle the spl1cre o f causal <lc­
terminism a rld t l111s nol a11 o l)ject o f scientific investigatic>ll . 
·1·11c <\ \1to11orny o f the \vill-tl1nt is, tile capacity to obe}' 
)a\VS of its ()\Yll concept io n i11 clefiance or 11at 11r i'l) Ci\llSeS­
iS, Kant argl1Cs) •l 11ecessary l')i'Csu111>os itio11 of ;,111y 11•01111 
coclc. Fo r if all actic>ns \Vere r1ecessary effects c>f nat11r.1l 
causes, then rnor;.il ev~Lluation wot1lcl l>c 1:>0i 11tle:s~. " O ug ht" 
irnl)lies "<:4tn," that is, the obligatic>n to <lo w l1at is right 
e nt;tils llte abilit}' to (lo il ~\11cl tl1e abil ity uot to tlo it. Sir•ce 
science rests o n t he regt1lativc l)rinc i11Je o f universal 
<.letcrrr1i11ism, thc1·c e<.\n be no ~cicn l i fic 11roof o f freeclc>m o f 
the w ill. ll11t th is only sho ws the radical difference be­
tween ..;cicrit.-e t1ncl e thics t1n<l the fc>JI}' or a.1tcn1l)ti1•g tc> 
cle rive e thics fro rn r>sycl1ology. ~if an a-; a11 o bject of 
sci ent i fic inc1uiry is an c>tganic t'l1eno1ncnc>n ol,eying l;,l\VS 
of bio logy and psychology. But man'" an ohjcct o f e thical 
evalt1atio11 is a nc>umell<t) l)Cing , frf!e tc> obey <>r disol>ey tl1c 
clic tates o f p rac tical rcusc>n. Fr<>m this clua l concc~1)tio11 o f 
mut1 as botll ins icle ~1nd o uts iclc 11aturc, K;:irlt c.lcrives a11 
iclettl \.Vi.\}' o f life i1n prcssive in its PL1rity ancl if$ faitl1 in 
h uman 1:>erfectib1lity. ~vlan as a ratic>nal agent is~\ rne1n hc l' 
of ;-\ "ki~1gclo1n of encls" in \Vhich l1e is both ~ul>jcct ~\n<l 
sc>vere ig n, legislating for hirrlsel f al'lCI fo r OI hc 1·s. T ho l1ig)1cst 
goal of l1u1nar1 life is to realize tl1is i<lcrt l '"kirlgclo1n " ir1 
i11diviclu a} and social p n.1ctice. 

NINETEENTH-CENTURY ETHICS 

Nineteenth-century ethical tho ught became n baltlc­
grc>untl for l\VO riv~tl trad itions. Utilitariar1is111, stc1r1n1ing 
from 1.ockc, Huine, and the French Encyclo1>cdists, dom­
inated British and Fre nch philosophy, while idealistic 
ethics \vas supre111e ill Cerrt\ftny anc.l l ta)y. l~otl1 t raclitic>ns 
took 1·oot i1\ th.c United St<1tes, witl1 icleali:-:n1 appealing to 

ti1c l'e ligious visio1l of l~ 1l1el'so11 ancJ ll<,ycc, ~1l1i l e 11tili tari­
ar1is1)) a11:..,vcrecl tc> the <le,1elo(Jing f~•illl i 11 tecl,11o logy t l1at 
fc>uncl phi losot)hical f'X'J)rcssic>n t<>"vard the end c>f t11c 
century in the l)rogr)l:\t ic ethics <>f Ja1nes a11cl Oe,vey. 

Utilitarianism. Cl1ri -;tia1' c ti1ics 1 >~1-.ccl •>11 clivi11c aut l1or .. 
ity an<1 natural la ' v was givc11 u 11tilit;11•i;.)11 ir1le;rp1·etat io n lly 
~Vill ia1n f':iky (1743 - l805) in his p,inc ip/es of Mural ""d 
Political Pl1ilusopliy. T l1c so11rcc· <>f 1nor.1I <>blig:atlor•, l1e 
(\grcccl \v ith 1-Io1)hes, lies i11 t11e "vio lent 111oti,,c rc~ult ing 

fron1 t11e COlf't lltUnCI o f i\llOth('r ,"' ~1hi lc th<• grc)Ull<l C>f g<>OC(­
flCSS is p lc;.ts11re or utili ty. But mc>ral d uly anc.1 ~clf-i 1 1tt·rc:-. l 

eoinci<le because (_;o<.11 a-. tile l'~u·an1ot111t at1tllc.)l'ity, con1 .. 
1r1n1\cls 11s tl1rc>ug11 the Scri ptures ancJ tl1e })ro1111)t i11gs uf 
c<>nscicr1cc to :-.eek t11e general gc>c)c1 :1s 'vell a-; our 0 \\111 

hap1>i11ess. ~·l or;;ll o l) ligatio 11 is s11p,l<)f'f (•(I l>otll l1y Jl<ttur,,I 
J)ICt\Slll'C in tl1e \Ve)fare of <.>tl1er :-: anti b}• tht• fcur c>r <liv i 11c 

1'uniS)l1nc nt \Yhich ·1)rc>vides t1\c: scl fl:-.11 ll u t r atic>n<.111>erso11 
\Vit l1 a gc>otl rca,on to sacriBec hi -. l)l<'a 'i11r<· l(lr tile cc>nl11'1on 
goocl. Pa ley's ps)1cho lc>gical at-cc>u1lt c>f 111c>ralit}'. like· tl1nt .,f 
earli e r 1r1om l-sc11se thec>ri <!<;, fail<:cl t<l ~x1,lain \vl1)' anyone 
who lacks 11aturtll bc11cvt1lc11cl' cu1gl1t lo l1avt• it . I I i~ <tlter­
r1at i ve j 11s tification of 11loralily in te rl'TlS <>f tl1c._· fear of <Ii vine 
11u11i~l 1111cnt C<Jll<tll y fails tc) ex1, l ain \Vl1y such })U1,isl•111c11t 
\Vould bc jl1St n11cl \Vhy <.\ nc>11lu: 11(•volc·11t no t\l)c l iever i11 
Ch ristian t11c t>l(1gy c-<.111 1lcvcrtl1c lc-.s l)e cxpc<·tccl to l>el1;t\re 
morally. 

Bentl1arn. "The l)l ;.1 i n st re~11n or utilitt1ri:.1n tl)Ot1gl)t \V<IS 
anticleri cal. Jere my Be ntham (1748 - l&1Z) and Jm11c< Mill 
( 1773- l836) for med " political " """'"'cnl thal !wiped 
b ring abc>ttt Jcgis la ti,,c re l(>rn1s l>y c:ri tici1.ing Sc)cial instit u ­
t io ns in ter111s of tl1cir 11t ility i11 IJTl>clut•i11g " th c.· greate~t 

l1ar>1l i nc~s for tltC' gr<·ate.st l)\1111l>l'r. ·· I 11 Iii~ in ll t1c~11tial 
/ 11troducti.on. t<> tlte l)r1'11c i1Jles <>f 1\•l c.>r<1lti· at1<:l I .. egisl<1tion, 
13enthan) rc11'11)\tla11:<1 ;\ tl1<'1>ry ctf ••lhic..·s 4lt1CI j11ris1>ru<lCJ'lCC 
ren1arkablc fo1· its clar ity ;.\n<I f'i.l11-. i-.ll·t1t'y. T h•· p;r(•a t ap11eal 
<)f l~cnt l1a1n'.s theor)' la}' i tt its ap1>:.trc11t siJlll)licity n1uJ c.-:tse 
<>f a1->1>licnti<)ll , itltllc>ug)l t11cse v i1·tucs n1ay l1avc..~ l)ccn 111orc 
<\Pl"><lrent tl1a1) J'f:;tl. l~cn than1 al te11l() l ccl tc> ntakt• c lllies ancl 
l'ol it ics scie r1t i fico 11 y vc1·i f i:.tl.>le clisci p l i 11es l>y fc>r111t1 luti11g 
ClllUlllitative Sta11cJarcls o r evaluat i<>ll . lft• l>(•gan \Villl tllt' 
J):o.}'cl1olc>~i c.o;1I l-(c 11c·ra lizatio11 th at a ll ac t i<)ns art• 11lc)livatccl 
l>y the (les irc fc>r 1>1ea-;ure a11<I till· rc.·tLr of 1>ain: "Naturl' 
ha tl1 l>laccd 1)1;1n kinc.I l1nclc r tl1c go,1e r11a11cc <.>r t \\.'C> sc.>v­
c rc ig11 1nttstcrs , ·p t1 i1t a11c.I 1>lc<1st1te. [I i-. li1r tllc111 a lc>11t• tc) 
point out \Yhat v.1e l >ug l1t tc> cl(>, a-. we ll ~ 1s I<.> ._1<"ter111i11t• 
w hat \VC shall <lo . O n th e .. 01ic l1ancl t l1e stanclar(I t)f rig ht 
anct \vro ng, 0 11 tile o th('r tlie cl1aii1 of t':\llS(•s a11<I ctfcct.s, :.trc.· 
fas tened to the ir throne•" (J>rinc i1ilcs, 1.ondon, lli2~j. p. I). 
F'ru1n t his ec1uati<.)f\ bct,vec11 •·thicul c.>U ligali<>11 anct ps}' ­
cl1ological necess ity, l3el1tl1:.1111 <le rivecl tltc gc 11e ral Jl t'i11ci­
r>lf! <>f 11tility v.•l1ic l1 "apprc>vcs or clis;.qJ1>r<>Vt'S o f ever)' 
actio n \Vh;.1lsc><•vcr, :1ccor<l i ng t<-, th<! lt"'n<l<!ncy \vl1icl1 it 
tlJ>l>CHr\ to have tc> t111g11l c 11t or (li111 in i ~l1 t l\c ha1>l)inc·ss o f 
t11e party ,vhose i11terc:-:t is i11 c1ucstic>r'' (i/J i,J.}, 11u1>L>incss 
bci11g unc.lersttJOcl ;.1s t l1c µreclol11i11a11cc· c1f plc•as t1re l>vc:r 
pai n. 

' l'lte 111ost o rigir1al 1,ut a lsc> tl'c 1l1o~t c.lul>ic1us 11i1rt <)f 
Bc11th<1n1's t11cor y i~ l1i\ "' hctlc>nic calc11l1Js" fen· nlet1stu·i1lg 
p lca°' urcs a11cl pains, in cc>1)t 1>u l i11 j.! tl1c C)\rcr-:111 ' 'al 11r· c.>f 
<l1ternativc policies. Ir "' ut;Jt ;\ l)r()<,:e,_·.._lnre \VC're feas i11lc) 
c tl1ical j u<.lg1l1(•11ts \V<>ul cl l1c as scic11li fic .1s 111c1cc1r•>ltlgical 



fort'C',L'I'• t''-·t•n tl1c>uqh both are st1l>JCCt to C"C>r1,itlt·r•tl>le 
t·rr,>r. tl111• le) 1l1t• ("(>nl1>l<·,it} of 1hc· fo.1c:1or-. in,·ol\'ctl IJ1tt 
llc111J1.11n ·' itlt· .. 11 of a ~c1cn<.-c of etl11c' n111' .1fc)\tl of lwo 
intc:r11.1I <lifht·ult1t''• tl1t.• resistance- of plC:-:\1\urt.· tc) 111t'.l\llr<" 
111t•nt 01ncl tltt· 11111x,,sibilit} of prt•tliclir1g tilt' long•r.ul.'tt• 
t'C)O'\t·c1t1t•11c.·t·s c•f ._1ct1tJ11 ... /\'itlc fron' t l1ese intc·t1l.1I <.1c.•ft•c.•t,, 
t ht•1c· rr111.1in\. th~ g<:11eri1I c>bjectic>n that 1>1t•a,urc, u11likc 
f>ain , is llC) t a l>C)Clily ~t'll\,ltiC)O l1ut cl f;\VOl'i.lll lt.• l'l'S{)Oll \.(.' t<) 
a n c1l>;t•t•t 1-4rt)\l11tlt•tl 01• the t>crccptio 11 of v:ilu(' i11 the ol> .. 
j t•t•t, ns ' l'l1c1111a, l {c.~ i t l l1acl a rg11cc1. 'fc-, cc111clu<lc• tl1nt :u1 
<>l>jc·t•t i \ j~cuu l l1c1111 tl1c fac t tl1at it 1>l<·ast'\ 11s ir1vc>IVt"i tht­
circ11ln1 rt•u..:t)t1i11g 1h:1t ii is g:oo<l l>('Ca11'" it i'i juc.l~<·c l tt) be 
goc•<1 •• 1 J)l'i11t11>lt loc) v;_1t' \1c.1t1s to r>rc>,•ic.lc a J.{ui<lr tc> t•thit'.11 
j 11<lg111t•11t. If, cl11 tl1c ot11er l1~tntl. µleasur<-~ is 11nclt~1,tc>o<-I i1l 
il 111c>rc 11.1rrt''''• tc--ch111cal ~etise <l"i cJe,i r.ll>le ))(><Iii) \Cll ... t· 
tic>n ... 1hc•11 IJt•u1l1.1111·, itlt•11 1ific:1lio11 of l1;11>pir1£·~\ .1r1cl 'vel· 
f.tr•· \Yltl1 1>l(••t\Urc i' Ulla<."C.-eptal>le ))C<.',tll"i(' 11 T(.'<llt('('' 
11\11111111 t•\1x·ric·11<·t• tc> the Je,·el of ani1l1al t'''''''ll('('. 'l')t(• 
pl;111 .. il>il1t) ()r llc111l1.11-.1·, lhC"OT)" 111~1~- b·· clt1(• tC) tl1t• (".UC 
\Vitl1 wl1icl1 l1c ,J11ft~ 111;.1tl''ertentl)· fm1r1 <>11<· c>f tl1t•\t• 
'l"fl'\<'' c>I ''1>lt .. 1,11rc..*' cc-, the otl1cr. 

Dt•\1>itt· 1t\ tht:,>l'('tit-;:il cle-lccts. llt•1•t lla1n11c 11t1litt.lri.111· 
i"il'll, whl<•l1 w.t\ 111ort• \Ociall>· oriented tl1.t11 tl1at of 1.ot·i..e 
an<I l l 11111l', l1uc.I . l salutary effect on "iOCial lt·~ i s lnttOtl. l t1, 

:111 .•l>•si,s tlf lll~ · a.,111<.·\ intc) factor~ ilf if1tcn"iil)' . (!11 rutlo11, 
l)l'C}J1i1'l<1u1l)' . t•t•1·t.1i11ty, fl'l'1111cli ty, ancl ••C'xll'nt" (n1t1nl>t'I' t>I' 
llf' l'l\( )11\ tlfl cctt'<I) c>fl"c.:recl reas(>11alllc critt•ri il l>y \vl1iC'l1 
altt•1·nutfv(' ~C><'in l 1-, rc>~1.1n1s nn<I Ja ,vs t•n.u 11<• ev1ll11nlC(l .ln(I 
\Vil~ a 1uar"-.t·tl i1111>•'<>vt•u1cnt O\•cr tltc ~a 11ct i f i <\\ti(l ll <>I (•xi~t-
1ng law~ ,111tl t:11'it<Jn1s l)y \vhicl1 l-l olll)es. L~ockt'. .u1d l lurnt-' 
h.1c.I 1naclt• t ht• t1;111s1 tio11 fr()ftl sclf·i11lt•rt·,1 to n101';1 )1l)'. 1411t 
tl1c•1t• ;, .1111i'''''J.!: link i11 l3enthan1's cllai11 of l't'.l"iOtllflJ.t tl1.1t 
111a) not l>t• rc·1>o11.tl>le- '''itlli1l tilt~ t'(111fi11("s of lti\ l1cclo11i, 1 1c.~ 

J>\)c.-·l1c>I<>~), 11.111lt'I)-. tile link tllat -.}1oultl t'Or111c<:I lht_. de· 
'irt· fc,r or1t•', <>,,·n 1>lt";.t'>l1rc '''ith the ,,,illin~n._.,, tel <."C>••· 
"iltlt·r "t·\tt·11t'" C)r Jllt',l'llft.'.' of otl1eN i1·1 tll><.:itlillll (111 ,, ('()UnC 

of ,U:tlClll. J-. tll'SITC for the ll)et\S\lrt" o( otltt•N .ll'O a"\(}\' 
<.'rC"1,:tn 11\;l"itt•r llJ\Cl("r \vl1icl1 11,1ture J1;_1lh 1ll.1cccl ,,,r· If so. 
tllC"f1 (lt•,ir(• fc1r t111c.·"" c)\VO µJe;.tsure ~1n11ot l>t' ,ovt•rc.·ij(n n' 
\Vc·ll, If ll()l, t h(!n o n 'vhat grt>t11\cl arc \V<' rcciu irC'<I to f.."<)11-­
'itlt•l' 1)1(' l~•<'IC) I ()f <~xtc11t~ 

1Hill. John Stmu·t ~1 ill (1806- 1873) recni.tni1.ed th<• d<• 
l(•t'l'l i11 llt•J'1t h:u11'.s ft1r111\1lation (lf ut ilil<\ri1111isn11 i\11<1 In h is 
t.•1i;suy "U1i Ii I11 l' i ,\ 11is111" l1c o frcrcc.I a 111c)I'(' ~011lli .. 1 ic.·atc•cl 
vc•1,ic>n 1l101t <ic111gl1t tc) inc.'C>r11c>rate 1l1e lll(>rtll insiJ,tl1t' c)r 
r i v~11 c:tl1it.1I 'Y'tenl\. J{ec•lizing l hnt J\c·n tl1.1n1''l t'll)J)ha'li~ 

<•11 •111i1t1tit.1t i,1c.· ,\sllt•cts ,,f lllC~Lsurc rc:clu<.·c.•, 1J}e;1 .. 11rt• It> 
l~x.fil)' st'll"i•tl1c111 .tn<l l t'•ttls to justif)' an 11nc11lti\'.llt•cl 111cx:ll' 

of life', \ 1t ll 1>rt11>c1 .. c.•cl a nc-''' fo.lc:le">r )Jy \vl11t·l1 plt•.;l"illl"l'' 
t'0111<l 1><• <'CHllll;trc<l. tl1t• factor of q11ality. Son1c 1>lt•.1s11r<1l>le 
<'liJX •r1<•11c . .-c... 11ot.1l)I\ i11tl'l lc...·lt1al, .1t·stl•t:l tt.". ,1r1cl 1rmr.1I 
.icl1i(•\ t·111t·11ts, .lrt• c1u.tlita.ti,·el}· stitlerior to tl1c ,,,1i,f,u.·tio1a 
or h<Khl) nccd' "lktler 10 be Socmtc> Ull\,lh\lwd th~n to 
be .a fc>c>I ,,,tisfit•cl." But like Epict1n1s' pt<-•rcrt•r•<·c for 
"11.tttlT1\f" ,,vcr ''111111._itural" plcU,\1r('~, \Iii)', crttcr1011 or 
<1t1al1ty l11trotlu cc:' a .. 1.111t lt1rtl o f value otl1cr thu11 1>l<-a,11rc•, 
l>y \Vh i< h S>ll'U'illf(' 1t!)c)f C<lll be evi1Juatetl, anti t lltl\ COtl · 
t r.tc.lic:t1o th t• 1>ri 11c11)lt· of u ti lity. t11at tJlt•a\u rc..• is thr "iing le 
stnn<lurtl c1f gc><,cl. 

Nl i ll .1 ls(> t ri c.•cl le' 1f1:1kc rc101r1 i11 utilita ria11 t11c..·cJry fcu· tl1t• 
;q)1)rt•ciali(111 t>f 1l1c sa intly virt11es, rcn1111r int ic>n nn<I ~cJf. 
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sacrifice. by arguinq alonc:t I lt1mcan l1nes th;.1t sucll ,·irtucs 
are originally valttcd ror tl1t·1r \()('la) lltility bt1t tl1at ,,.e 
1~1tcr become atl.achccl tc> tht•r11 ft>r tl1<•ir 0\\'1) soalc, and that 
thi~ ps)·chological sl1ift fro1n a1>prt'<:iation of ''1rtue as a 
soc::iul instrument to aclmiration o f virtue for itself is a goocl 
tendency because it, too. '" "<>ei,1lly U!)eft1I. For the ••P­
preciation of Jnoral Qt•nl itir~ ir1clcpende11tly c>f t heir imn1c· 
cJiate cor1seqt1e11cc~ C'O\ltrl'\ t h<! \OCia) rcl ia l1ility of the 
Ul(Cn t tine.I, i11 tl1c 1011~ run, p rc>tlucc' 111orc goocl than harm. 
·rhis uti l it~•ria11 c1cfcn'le c>f 1non,J 1>rincir>le~ rested on a1\ 
01)l in1istic l)clicf i11 tl1c ~c11 c..•1·u lly l><'t1c.• l'i t inl tc11clcncies o f 
man. ln applying it to polilit.d iheory, Mi ll argued ror 
clc111ocratic institutio11,, 1n i11i111\1111 "ilatc interference in 
~oc1al life, ~tnd free eco110111 ic co1npct1t1on. Assuming a 
general ron"·ergence of i11di' idu.il a1'lt:I sociitl be1le6t, ~l il l . 
like l-lt1me and Bl'ntl'la111, lc•ft 11n.t11'" c~1<'<1 tl1c <1uestion 
,vll}', i11 C..1.,eS of <..'Or1Hict. or1c ougl1t to pl.tC'C public O\'er 
pnvate interest a11d co11ft11c:od l1inl\clf to e.x11laining wl1y '''e 
admire the pcr<on who dot'' ,, .. \'c•I ff lhe 'ocial utility of 
1norJI sclf·s.acrifice is tile onl)' n1tiotl~•l 1.tround for fa,•omhlc 
judgment or it, then i1 would \t't'm IO follow lhat C.lCh of u• 
l1as reason to approve of 't·lf.,1u·rtfi<"(" in otl1crs l>ut not in 
h irn~clf. l f tile ~tcp fro1n indivi<luul l1~1ppiness to the 
greatest goocl for tl1e grcntc\t nu11\Ucr i!) justified only by 
the lo ng-range e<>incide11cc o l the t\Y<)1 t he 1l \\1he 11cvcr ' ve 
~\re assltred tl1at tl1ey ' " ill rl<,1 ro111ci<l<~, 'V<' l1tlvC 110 rcnson 
to ll•'cfc r p \1blic '"clfure to o ur O\vn 01 hc 1· thun tl1e irratic>n­
al l1abit <>f cl<>ing so. n 11nl>it \Yl)icl1, in !'.uch casC", i i would 
l>t• 'vise to b1·cnl. 111 Kn11t iun tc.•rtll'>, 11t il itu1'iJn i.'i1n 1 ~ven i11 
~ l ill's sophisticated ve1·,ion, foll, to provide a logical 
l)ri<lgc ])c;hveen i11cli1liitio11 nnd c1l>liAalio11, l)ct,vt .. cn .. is" 

d .. I " a11 oug "It. 
L1ter i 1ltuitio1li,..1~. l>t•t.ti11r1i11i.t witl1 llc.•11ry Sitlg,vick 

01>38- 1900), attcmp1cd lo '"PPI) lhh brid11e by combin­
i11g the K..1nhan thror> of ra1ior1.;tl cl,1t) \\'itll tile utilit-.1.rian 
tl•t..-ory of '·aloe. 11'la1nt.1in1ng tl1Jt \Vt' .lrt> intuitively ~'''·are 
of tl1e duty to obey 1nor~11 1>ri1lc1ples .lt tl1e c:-c:pense or 
~clf·i11tcrest b111 that 111or.tl pri11(.•i1>lcs, i11 turn, .ire justified 
b)' tl1eir utilit)' i11 pro1TiotinA tl1c co1n111011 good. 

Idealist e thics.. Kant'~ <li)rr. tinction bct,vt·cn man a, 
no11111c 11on. lcgi'i l:1ti11g l11lcl cJbt•ying ''la'"'' of freeclo 1n,·· ar1cl 
rnan i\S phel)()Jllt:OOll, ~t>Vel'flCt( by Ja\VS o f 11\llu re, \VaS' 
i11oorl)01'ntccl into 1u;\v C'tl1icnl sy\.lt·rn .. l)y la ter C el'tn an 
itlealists, ' vl10 assin,ilat<.•tl th o J)l\Cl10111enal Si<lc o r t l1e 
(li~t inction to a l1art o f lht• 1lfl\1111c111ul si<lc, 1rtilking n attarcl l 
sc1cnc.-e st1 Uordirltltc l<> t'1 h ic.·s- j o11uJ•11 ( :ottlieb F'icl"lte 
( 1 762- 1 81~1) extendecl tl\c nc>t11lli.!n;_1l \v1IJ i nto n. u11iversal 
fort.'C tJ1at CTC3tC:S l llt: flll'llt.,l'in) \YOrld OUt o ( its OWll force 
.rnd e•presses itself partially in the free mllonal will of the 
individual conscience b11l 111ort• ft1lly 111 'ocial institutions 
;.lnd Ja,vs. Tl1e i11divi<lt1al tilt•~ ac-lli<~vt'' ~c)f.realiz.,tion in 
identifying himself with the um' cr..;11 will and voluntarily 
.iccepting his Berof (\oc.1tion) ., p.irt or the social order. 

Fichte. In hh early wor~ \Viuc11sclwft•lehre (fheory of 
Science, 1791) Fichle enlarged K.mt'> ethical concept of 
1l1a n into n 111c1a.pl1ysical t>ictur<~ of t11c t111ivt:r.;c. llejecting 
Ka r1t's notion or t hi ngs·in·tl1tnl,c lvcs. l'icl1te reducecl 
rcnl il y to 1hc l1rojcc-tions of n11 ul>~<>lu te rnincl, nncl he rc·­
<l t1cecl 1ninct itself tc> \viii. 'l'l1c critcl'i01l of rcnli ty becn1nc a 
p ractica l or1c: l~1nt i'l l'Clll wl1icl' it ls rig l"lt c1r gc>od to be .. 
lie,,e a11c;;l to ne t 11pon (tl10 l>cgin11i11g of prng1)1a tis1n). 
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F ic hte went ever1 further tl1t\r1 Kar1t in strcss i11g moral duty 
as the goal of l ife. Kant had s harply separated duty from 
sclf.i rlterest in criticizing positions of t l1c kind late r re­
fen·ecl t<> (\S utilitarian is.-11, l>ut Ficl1te moved ful l circle by 
rcidentifying rnor~ll duty will\ a higl1 cr forn1 of self·i l'l tCl'OSl, 
t l1c sclf-realizati<>n of an absolute wil l of wl'licl1 eac}, per­
son is a ternporary e1nl)odi1ne nt. The logical prol) lc 1n 
created by Fichte's voluntaristic idealism is caused by the 
fact that it begins with Kant's primacy of moral good over 
prudential good but concludes with a form of supernatural 
t1ti lit-1rianism in \Yhich pru<ler•tit\I good <>f tt higher se lf 
rcat)l)Cars as the gr<>und <>f ln<>rality. 

l;ichte CXJ)lair1cd tl'IC fu nctiOrl of l llC state as tl1e regu]a .. 
tion of conflicts amor1g inclivi<luals in pr<>tection of t~1c ir 

nat1,.1ral r ights, a.11d <>n this basis he Slll)l)Ortcd cle1nocr~1tic 
g<>vernnle:r1t. But l·1c adva11cecl tl1c vie'-"·, later elaboratccl by 
tlcgc1, that governmental restraints o r1 it1cliviclual :1ction 
are n<>t l ir11 itatio1lS of pcrso1lal freedom but expressio11s of 
the higher freedom of th e absolute wi ll. 

I n 1'he Vocation of Nian ( 1800) Fichte, who had been 
accused of atl1eism, developed a less ratioru1listic ;1nd mc>re 
religiou> view of human l ife. Ile identified the absolute 
w ill with the personal Cod of Christianity and moral duty 
with the vocation irnposecl on man by Cod. ln his late r 
Addresses to tlie Gennan Nation (1808) he appl ied his 
r1otior1 of cli vir)c ly orcbli r1ecl \'C>catio11 to tile Gerrn~1n 11atio1l, 
whic11 he c laimed was (lesti1lecl to n1ise c ivilization tc> a 
h igher level. The evolu tion of Fichte's thought from aus­
tere rr1oralis:rn to religio1,.1s m ysticisrn and thcr1 tocl)t\uvi11is­
tic n~1tic>nalism provi(lcs <\rt instructive exar1)1>lc of t11e 
le r1gtllS to \vhicll thoug11t ca1) go in denying tl1e l)asic llis­
t incti<>ns from whicl1 it begins, such as t l1at bet"\'een self. 
interest ancl 1nor(tl duty or between i11c.tiviclual r ig ll lS and 
social restr~tints. 

Hegel. C . \\I. F. Hegel ( l 770-1831) developed Fichte's 
soci~-t1 bttsis of e thics ft1rtl1e r ~111cl i1l 1nore histc>rical terrr1s. 
For Hege l value, morality. arl(.I lt1\\1 are a1norig t})c l'lighest 
f<>rms c>f se lf-rcal iz~ttic>n c>f ~1l>sc)l\1tc ~pirit . "fl1e E11ligl1tc 11-
111cnt <loctri nc of abst1·act tights is only t l1c fir.st ~ta~e in t l1e 
develop111ent of c tllical c<>nscio,JS1)ess. A higlter stage is 
reached ir1 tile Kantian sc11se of moral <luty, wl1icll recog­
r1 izcs the co11fl ict bet'\veen in(lividual r igl)ts a 1)cl socittl 
resr><>nsil>i lit ies. St1bordir1ating tl1e for1l1er tc> tlle 1~ttter. Ru t 
the h ighest stage or self-realization of "objective mind" 
invc>lves tl1e ine<>rporation of rigllts and c]\1tics i1) a rati<>nal 
systerrl of soci;ll ~1nd political irtslitutions wl1ich t11 e i11cll­
viclt1a l c itize r1 recogrl izes as t11e e mboclirnent of the natic>n· 
nl '\\•i) I. ·1·he perfect frccclo1n tlll:Lt c<>nsists i1) ratio r'lal sclf­
deterrr,ination is ~1chieved '-'' hCtl ir1<Jivi tll1 ~1l cc)nscic1)CC 
coi 11cicl eo;; \Viti) Cltstorr' an<l 1 ~1,v, so tl1at wil l ttncl re~1son. 
Stlbjcctive motivation arid objective necessity. becc>me 
identical. llut this is possible, according to Hege l, on ly in 
the mcJderr1 tlge <>f the 11ational s ta.te, Christian co11scic 11ce, 
and c<>nstitulior1~ll )a\v. In earlier stages <>f l1 t11nan history, 
\vl1:1tever \Vas 11cccsst1ry for his t<>rical progress '-vas, for that 
a~e. n ecess~try and tl1crcforc tight, as. for cxanlplc, t})e 
irtstitutior1 of ~l;lvery \Vt\s necessary a11tl rig11 t in ::lncie11t 
C reec..-e. "'\Vorld history," he declared, "'is world justice." 

Post-Hegelian theories. The impact of Darwin's theory 
of natural evolution L)rO(tuccd 1latu111listic ecl1c>es <.>f l-l c· 
gelian histc>rical rcl;1tivisr11 in the uti litttri~tn .. s urvival of 
the fittest" doctr ine of Herbert S11cncer (1820- IH03), the 

Marxist philosophy or cla.s confl ict, a nd the cu ltura l elit­
ism of Nietzsche . 

Marr. Karl Marx (1818- 1883) transformed Hege l"s 
tl1eory of tl)e clialcctical sc lf-rca liz.;.1tion of mi11tl ir1to ~\ 
doc t1·i11c o f dialectic~tl devclop1nent of l1istory tl)rougl"1 
cl ~\SS <..--onflict. 1~1 the Nlarxist theory, 1noral pri1lci1">los tep­
rcsent the s:\1lctifictltion of tl1e interests of the ru ling class 
at eacl1 stage io tl1e clevelc>pm<'!rlt of progress ively stipcl'ior 
1nodes <>f econor11 ic o rgl111izati<> r1 . Nlarx c riticiz.e<l botl1 
utilitaritln and Kt,1ltiar1 ctl1ics as v;.lrittnt ex.1)ressions of 
botLrgeois r"tla1·ket-p lace proced-ures. S1,.1borcli nati ng r1,.1les of 
individut\1 conduct to tile ))istotical i111µcrat ivcs of''rcvolu­
tjot1ary 1>raxis," the Cc>tt1,n14nist Martifesto of rvtarx and 
Engels cal lr.::<..1 for rcvolt1tio11ary actio r1 t<> (lCl1icvc '' c lass­
less society in whic~1 ''tl1e free de\rel<>p111ent <>f e;1cl1 is the 
condition for the free development or all," a societ)' that 
"votil d reqltire neither tl1e intcrntll re1) ress i<>n s <>f c01l­
science nor tl1e cxtcr11al 1'Cpcssior1s of lt\'\VS ;;11)(1 1>t111is h­
rr1ents. Botl1 n1orality and the stale '"'Ot1 l<.I "witl1cr ilway." 

Schopenhauer. Arthur Schopen hauer ( I 788 - 1860), I ike 
Ficl1te. located t}1e source of hc>th eg<>is tic pursttit of 
ple~1sure anti J))Oral ob ligat io11 ir1 tlle univcrstt l w il l. 1""11c 
moral ity of equal rights for al l represent< a higher devel­
opment of consciousness tllun tl1i1t of sel f-i1tteres:t, bt1t a 
still l1igl1er stage is reacl1ec) in tlto pl1ilosol1)1icnl 1Jncler· 
s i·ancli ng t l1at tl1e \Vii i . in Utly fc>11l1, prc>c.lt1ces illus i<>r1 nrlcl 
suft.eri1>g a11cl tl)at t11e extinction of c1csirc is tltc 0 11l y salv.1-
t ion. Schopenl1t\uer gave tl1e St<>ic ~\l)d l~utldhis t etl1ic of 
ascetic rer1ur1ciatio1) a11 iclcalistic 11let~ll)ll y~ical basis. 

Kierkegaard. Ssirc n Kierkoga!lrd (1813-.1855) rej ected 
tl1e ratior1alist ic and sc)ci11l ly o ri c ntctl c t11ic of H egel i11 
favot of religlous int lividt1a lis1n . \Vhi le, l ike llegel. Ile 
1·egarcJed the <.:Orl (l ict 1letween sci f- i 11tcrcst (t J1c ··,1cstt1etic 
attitude'') n11(I d,1ty (t l1e ''etllicitl attitl1cle'') ~ts recc>r1cilccl 
an<:l tri1nsccnclcd in a l1 igher st11gc of co11scio11s1)css, he 
llc11i ccl t l1 i1t tli is st~1gc cota lcl Ue ttchieved Uy ret1sor1 a ncl 
dc<cribed it us a " leap of faith'" preceded by tragic an­
guisl1. J\ S t l1e conterrlr)orory existe11tinlists \Vh<> have r e<..lis­
<..-'Ovcrcd Kierkcgaarcl l1 n\rc t)ul it, '"flte \vorltl is abs11rd" 
because t l1cre are 11<> oUjectivc gi'Ot1nds fo.- la\11na11 c.leci­
~ic>r'ls . Wllat is r iglll, aocordi11g to Ki erkeg;_1~1rd, is '"'11;.ll t11e 
individuo l :.lsserts \Vitl1 tl1e total <...'Oll'11nit1ne1ll IJorrl of fai t11 , 
bt1t it is right o nly ro r l)i1n. Em<>tio1lal a11tl1e11ticity ratl1c1· 
tl)a11 co11formity to r11 lcs is tl1c 1>r<>r>er g11 icJe t<> ttctio1i. 

Nietzsclie. Friedrich Nietzsche (1814- 1900) proposed a 
less 11lystica1 b ut cc11,.1al ly inclivi(l\1a listjc t1'<-\nscc11cle11cc c>f 
1nol'n l c<><lcs. J .ike Holl l>es ~1r1(.I lvla11 clcvil le, lie regarclccl 
altru i~rn as cor1trary lo rlatural i1r11>t1lsc ~,1,cl clc11ot111cetl 
moral restrai 11 t as a device cre~1tc(l by re ligion tc> cc)11trt\­
vcne the r1alt1ra l C)rder C)f do1n i n~1nc<! of the strc)ng over tllc 
weak. T ile t rue soLLrce of valu e lies in tl1c c 1·cutivc sclf­
assertion of tl1e ;_lrtist ar1tl th e n1a11 <)f gen ius w l10 ptocl11ce 
rlew ;_\r1 cl J)C)sitivc forins of gc>c>cl, \vhilc l'tlornl 1J1·011 il>itic)11s 
p rodt1ce 011ly rese1lt111ent, e 11vy, ;_11lcl cl11 ll con fc>rmity. 

American developn1er1ts. In tf)e Ur1ited S t;.1tcs. tl)c trn11-
sccndcntal ists, led by Ral ph \Va ldo Emerson (1803-1882) 
a nd the prngmatic idealist Josiah l\oyce (1855- 19 16), 
f .. tSll i01lC(l stl11 <.>t11er varittt ic>ns o n t l1c idc:1list theme <>f 
SC(f-rca lizntion ~\S t)1e g()(l l Of (1uma1l l ife. 1'11e tr<\tl SCe11clc11-
t;1listS iclentlfiell t l1c self \Vit l1 t l1e cr<}ati ve fc.>rce <.>f 11aturf', 
tl1c '' oversoul ." Royce. fc>l lo\1.'i 11g 1 legel, <lcfi 11ccl t l"lc f11 I ly 
real ized self tL'\ a unity c>f p<;1·so11;;t1 .:l •ltl co1111nt11) it y i11ter ... 



c<h All of th<·<c post-H egelian ph1losoph1cs rCJect''<l the 
K:mti.m mor.ll1t} of >lrict adherence to gencml rule~ of 
~>r1dt1Cl .tr1d 11ropcl'\CCI \Va)'S of tra11sceod1ng the <.-or•ff1ct 
hctwccn clut) and self-interest throu~h a hii:hcr mode of 
con\('ic)tJ\n~\\ i11 \vl1icl1 tl1e co11llict nlleJtecll} cli"npl)<~Jn. 

"r(>Wo.lrcl the cntl <>f tl1e nineteer1t}1 c(•11t t1ry, \\11llian1 
J<1111c·, nnd John Dewey developed the rhi losot>hy of prag· 
lllali\ll'I, in wJ-1icl1 al l or hurr1an krlO\VJcclg:c iii rcgarclcJ UI\ 

C\S<•11th11ly cthkul. They rejected both the Kn11ti11 n 'epara­
tion nf t•thics f l'o1n natural scic11ce a11<.I thc- t ratlit i<>nnl <.'<>II · 
cc11ti<>n (>r sc:i'-'·11ti fic knc>,vledg(· as clisint<·rcslc<l contc111· 
pl:ltion of val,1t··nclLtral truths. Tl1t· .. p lil l1clw('Cn value 
ur1<l fact v.rll\ lJridge<l by reinterpreli11,g l>otJ1 sc, chat tl1t!y 
bt•C'anw incll\ti ngui\h,tbk. Jame< (18 12-1910) combined 
ut1lit.1n o1 11i ;,111 w1tl1 .a creative individuJ)i\n1 ~1n1ilar to tl1;_1t 
<>f ~it·t.1,cl1c• .111tl tl1c prc~t~ripti' 1'1n of J lol>l><'S, b) 1dt11ti­
fyin,t;t tl1t· \Ot1ret• of "alt1C witl1 the hun1a11 act of 1n.1k111g •' 
clai1n, 11\ll\ l>l'\lo,v111g value on the object clditnc:-d Etl11cal 
Jt1clgo1(·11t '' n r.at1011{tl proccs~ of dc-tennanir1J,? b)" ('t111>ir1c-JI 
in\·t·\t1g.at1<>11 'vhi(•l1 Policie..; are likely to ,,1ti,f)' thl· n1.L~i­
rnt11•1 nt1111l~t·r <>f .st1ch claims. j{ttr1e' clefc11<lt:<I the i11dl;ter­
mi111,t <:c>nrt.·pt of free ,vi ii, critiCi7ing what l1c l'o\llccl tl1c 
\Oft <l('tt'r1ni111 .. 1u of l lu1\)C noel ~l ill as o J>Urt•I) vE'rl>al 
l'\~JlC f rt) Ill t l1t• eJn l>;1rr~\..liS i ng <.'<>O~C(J llC'OCl'\ or SC'ie11t1 fie 
cl~: tc11ni n i , n,. 

Rritis lt idt~nlis111 a11d i11tuitionis m. l r1 tl1e lusl qunrtc1· of 
tile l1illt'lt'C11 tl1 ce11tllr)' t11e \1itality or icleali ~1n llt•gu11 tc> 
:1tl 1.1c1 l'Von tl1t• sol>cr l3ritisl1 i11tc .. llcct .• tn<I the ct11ic~ of 
'c•lf-rt:uli1utio11 l>cca1n<'" a l)O\Verfu1 ri val lt> utillt.u 1n11is1n 
through the 1111luence of Creen, Bosanquct, nnd llradley. 

Green. Thom.I\ J !ill Green ( 1836-1882) introduced 
Q,,ford \lndt:nl> to the lofty vision of ideal1't metophy<iC\, 
In Ju, Pro/egom-011a to Ethics (publidied (>O\thumoudy) 
C:rcen d<•rh ed liheral eihical and political princ1plt•< from 
l1i' C01t<:cpti<>11 of tl1e i11d1vid11al self •l.'> part of~• univt.•nal 
.tncl tlavlr•c \elf lie Cr"ilici.1ccl l>otll utilaloari.111i,1n u11tl 
1noraf·\C0\<1 tl1c;.·orics fc>r do,vngr:tdirlj.? tl1e role of f("~t,00 in 
rnor~1l Jt1tlJ,:1t1cnt ~1n<l for rctlucing ht11nan 11lotivc' ''' 11~1tl1rul 
t\111\C\. 1-\ 1not1vc, l1c argued. j, a tt<>al J)•'cvi,tonccl by o.l 
rat1c>nul C'C> ll '{~ ic>11,11 c!tS, n<>t ;_\)1 cve11t or 1>rclCC\S 111 tf)r bocly. 
Value i~ lh crcfc>rc logically p1i<>r to clesirt ... r.ttllc1· ll,nn a 
1>rc>cl11<:t ,,r clcs irc. 0 11e can cles irc <>r fi 11cl r>lcn,u1't.• 0 11 1)1 iu 
\Vl1at one.• hu' j11clgc•cl to be goocl. ' l'l1c sc)nl'c:t..• c)f evil nll&St 

th••rcfo1'(.• IJt: l(,u11cl i1a c lc~fcct!I of tl1c t111cle rstancli11g, In tl1c 
f;.1i h1rc ()f 1t1l· h1111inn 1rii11cl to rc.-i li'l<' its iclrntil)' 'vitl'I till' 
11111v<•rsul n1i11<I. 1~11e J-.igl1est goocl is tl1us u' n11it•l'I ur'I olJ .. 
j .. ct of '<'If 1nt<"e't a' ""Yother, hut 1t is the kind of self­
irltcrc.•\t t l1.at .al~o t·orl!tl1t11tes 1norJ.lity. 

(:rt'l'O \'li1•l\ .ltli\ e i11 ~ocia) a11(I J)<))itit•.;l) C()lltn)\'('r)IC\, 

l\t11>po1t1r1)t tile Nortl1 11) the American <:i,•11 \V.1r o.t11cl )tlJ>­

POtling lii><•r<1I l1·gi<l.ltion in Englnnd. G1e<'n rcjt'ctt><I 
lai.,c;t'1·ftiirc i1·1cl1vitlualism, i11"i~tir1g on the mort• J)O\Jtive 
role of $?ovcr11111c111 ir1 1>ro111oting ~oci.11 \Yclr.1rt ... 

C:re('n\ l'lhical thcot) w;1> sharply ~ritiei,rd hy llcnry 
S id~wicl in Tlie Ethics of Green, Spencer anti Mt1rli11c11u 
( t902). S1clgw1ck ar~ued that Green" id<-11tilic·.1tio11 of 
111c>rality \Vitia higher ~el f- i nterest olJl1tcr.1tt•, tl1c ,,J J­
i1111.>t) rtu1•t c.li'l l111ctiu 11 IJet,veen pru, le ncc at)CI cl\11)' n11cl th 1t~ 
l~1i l -. tc> J) l ~)vic l c_• a l>asas fc>r rll<) r::tl rcs1)<)11 , il> ilily , ,, tlt•ft•t'I 
that, as '''t' 11.t\'C:' ~ccn, gc>es all tt~c 'vay lluck It) l>futo. 

IJosml(illCI. Bcn1ard Bosanqnet ( l li48- 102'1), Ill<' Crt'<'ll , 
J.(rc•1111<IC'c l c·1 l1 ics ;.111cl 1)olitil·s on 1dcali.\l 111t•t.1pl1y,ics. llo-
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sanquct stressed so1n~'"hat rnore tl1arl Cree1> the unique.. 
ness of individual value< while at the same time taking a 
Hegelian view of the ~tat<' as the embodiment of objective 
mmd. Like Green, llomnc1uet active!) suprorted liheral 
political causes. 

Bradley. Fmnci< II. llnidley (1846-1924), generally 
co11siclered tl1e 1r1ost cl i~tingl1l~hcd cllaical tt1corist n1r1011g 
the British ideali <ts, criticized both u ti li tarianism and 
Kantian fonnalism nncl favorccl a 1-l cgelian conception or 
the <.'01n m l1nity <.ts urt orgn1,ic unity ,v)1o::ic needs, expressed 
in SO<.:iaJ inst itutions, l l'a flSC'Cl'ld t))(lSC o f i1)dividu<.ll Citi­

zens, a conception which h<' upplie<l in the defense of 
corlSCl'vativc social J)Olicic:-s. Umtilcy '"as probably more 
consistc11t than Green ;Jncl 8c)\nnc1uet. lf la\v and Cl1sto1n 
;_ire the ex1>te~sion of a higl1cr self, 1J1c11 011ly intern:1l in­
con~islC1lcies can Justify reform~, a11d indavidual rights arc 
subordinate to group or national intcrc,l>. In his Ethical 
Studies (1876) Bradley <npportt'<I retributive punishment 
on the ground (which he held to I><' self-evident to com-
1no1-. sense) tJ1at pt111i.sl1m('r1t i' \1nf~1ir ur1le~'i at is deserved 
and th;lt moral desert is independent of <oci.ll utility. lie 
;.1ttempted to rC(.."Or)c;I<" frf't•clorn '"itll causal <letermi11ism in 
the notion of an nll-encomp"ssi ng Reality that determines 
itself in accorclance \vit}, ru1 i o11~ll law~ . Recognizing tha t 
idealism foces the prohl<'m of accounting for evi l and that 
its tracli tional soluti<)n-clai1rlin~ that evil d<>e.s no t exist­
is co11trary to tlic juclgmc11t o f c•o1n 1non scr1sc on wl1icl1 
Bradley himself nlways re lied, he e mployed a subtle d is­
tiJ1clion l>et,veen existence n1ld 1·culity in l1olding tl\at evil, 
tl1ougl1 it exists, i~ 11nreul. ti'ro1n the sta1u.1JX>int <>f the to­
tality of knowledge, evil may he •ccn to contribute to 
cosmic hannony. Thi< "•olution" was later c"'tigated by 
Bertmnd Russell ns a mor.1lly untenable iusti6cation of 
evil. 

Sidgwick. Henry Sidgwkl (1838- 1900) combined the 
social utilitarin11isn1 of ~l ill "'itl1 tile 111luitionism of Butler 
and Kant_ In The Meth0<t. of E1/1ic.r (1875), a worl: de­
scribed b)• C. D. Broad tl< ''the bc>t treatise on Moral Phi­
losophy that has ever been written," ~idgwick raised ethi­
c.al unnly~is to a nc\v level <>f J)rcci ~ion a 11d logical rigor. 
Setting <.tside pr~•ct ical 111orn li 1,i ng u .. 11ot tl1e bus iness of 
objective philosoph ic<1l analysi<, Sidgwick interpreted the 
task of morn) philosophy to ht• the clarification of the logic 
or n1oraJ jud.!{tllCJll , a COllC'(\')l iOll OI l>hilosoph}' t)1nt \V~l~ 
e<>ntinuec..I by tl'IC contc1npcl1'ary Uriti\h -.;cl1clol of linguistic 
an:tlysis. 

Sidgwick held that there 11rc just three approaches to 
<'thics worth philos11phical t'()nsider.ition : egoistic hcdon· 
ism, utilitarianisrn, .ltlc.I i1itl11tion1,1n. I le pointed out that 
neither the •elf-centered etl11c' of Hobbes and the French 
Enc)'clopedists nor the <ociall) onentcd ethics of Bentham 
and Mill can ju<tif) the step from !}S)'cholo!O' to ethics, that 
i~. fro1n the description of l1l1111a11 111oti,·ation to judg1nents 
of mom! obligation. Even tho>c who declare that one ought 
to pursLte one's O\VO i11trre"u m11't ju)tify tl1cir use of 
"ought.'' and this cnnno1 hr done on the grounds of psy­
clt<)logical facts alone. Siclg\vick t l 1c.~rc>fore ins isted 011 clis­
li1)gl1is h i)1g 1lsycl1c1lc>gicnl l1c(lo11 i~ 1 11 frc1111 clhic~1l heclonisn1 
~incl grouruJing tht· latter t >1 1 i11luitio11. 1-li s a1·gu1ncnt is 
rc n1i11iscc11t of l-l \1n1c-'s r l .1lm tl'1nt values cannot be dc­
cl11cecl fro n1 facts, anti it :u1t icf r>ates (;. E. ~·loore's later 
.1n;1)ysis c>f tt1e ''natural1\tic r.1ll ncy." 
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. .\II tl1rt·e· "rnctllo<l~ of ethics'' rt•-.t, accorcl11\st t'> 
S1dg\v1cl or1 1>r1nc1ples l1el<l to l>e ~elf-evident, .. 111<1 tl1t1s 
intt1ition1,m i-.. to ''>rne extent, inescapable..·. Tl1<• t'"<>i-.1 
111\1 .. t as,urnt· tl1t• 't·lf·<·" idcnt ri~htne,s of 1>urs,1i111.t ,,,,,.-, 
o,,.,, tlle.1\ure, a11t l tl1t· \OCi.il ut1litari.1n 1nt1st ,1sst11n(· tl1c 
rilthlnt·\\ c>I m.1x1111i z1 11g tl1c co111mc)r1 good lntl11tion1st' 
cllffer f rt>111 1atil1tari.1n~ und cgoi ~ts only i11 holdin't 1n,111}' 

Jltincip lc' an<I tluti<•\ to be ~clf-cviclent •t' \vc1 1, an<I tl111 " 
t l1l'y CXJ)C>St' tl1l·n1,clves to inc v ila..hle cou11trrt 11st.111t·cs. 
·1~l1e n \C) f(' nt1r11c1·ous .111cl ~l)(~ci fic tl1c rl1les clain1<•tl le> llt) 
'\C(f .. evi<lc11t, t l1t• 111ore subject lo C.l(Ception noel vul11('l'\\l>I<.! 
to <li,,>r<,>c>f. S1tlLt' vick co11cl1Jdes th;it social utilit.1rin1'li!-.111 
o ffers t ilt' c.•c >1 r<•ct ~tanclartl of 1noml j t1<lg111e11t l)11t tl1;1t thi , 
't~111cl.lrcl '' 11\ t11ru g1c>u ncled on diret•I 3\Yarene\~ c>f 11lc>r1il 
obli~.1ti<>ll . Thu, at ll';.l'I one, and pro11;.\l>ly .1t 111•>..,I <)tlt'. 
morJI 111t111ti<>11 1' l'\\l'.llli;.11fo1· 111oral JU<lgJr1ent. 

Sidgw1ck "mid not finally dc·dde bctw1·1·11 1lw 
c.-011Rict111A cl.l1111' of \el f~interest a11d 'O<:i.11 \tl il1t )' li e.: 
le.1nt·<I t<''\·artl tl1c latter ~l5 <1cfiraili\"e of mor.il dut)' , b11t ht• 
rccogn11t•<I th~it ont•'s self. interest riqhtly carrir·' a "'l>t'<:i.11 
"·eight, otl1t·r t l1i11s.;, lwi11g equal. Perl1a1>., 11t· \Voulc.l ha\'C 
bl't·11 able to tC(.'Qt1c1 lc t l1cse l\YO ••int11itions" 1norc· t'<l.'i l} 
l1a<I he cons it ll•rt.·cl u l1litaritlnism in a some\vh~lt \Vt'~tkt·r 

fOTlfl , a\ tllC prlnci[)fe that one o ug ht a) \V~l}'S tt) T(.'fr~,ir' (rOl~l 
causinu unYll'l't''i\;lty ~taf[cri ng, n' tl1er tllan tl1c ~trc> 1"l~<:r 

c la iln thnl <.>nc OUK:ht alwa ys to aim tll 111nxi1n i'li ng 11,11l1>1 .. 
ncs\. For \vhile <>lll~'ii; o \v11 \VClfnrc sce1n'i nalurull )' lo <,,,t .. 
wci ~h tltal c•f t>lll1'rs, it i'i very cl<>.se to l)ei11A sclf·t·vi(l<·11t 1c> 
fl11y mc>rnlly \t•11\1liv<· l)Cl''i011 tha t he ougl1t n<>l lo J>t1l''i\1t• 
1'1s inl <•r<'"''' .1t lllt to\t of substantial <;uffcri ng l o 1Jtllt'f\, 

It \\'C>11lcJ .11>1>c.1r fr<>1n o ur hrief g lar1t•c· ovc·1 tll<· h i,l<>ry c>f 
etl11c\ tlln>uull tl1<~ 11i11c·tcc1ltl1 cc11tur}' tl1al pl1ilc>,<>J)l1t.·r' 
failed to f1ncl ~111) (.."On<·lu.si,•e ethical tn1th' a11cl ol(·r<~ly 
df~Ut.'<I. 1nort 1>cr,11a.~i' t"ly ancl ' vitl1 ~• 11tc1rt· i1111>rt''''"''' 
dts-p)a) Of l<:.J.rlllllj( tl1~lll ITIO\t for \\·hatC\.Cr \Y3) or lalc• 0111<1 
\l~lnc.l~\r<I\ of co11<luct tl1e) l1apl)Ct)ed to t>rt•ft·r 111 '•>1t1t.· 
re\pcCt\ th1\ tml>ft'\\iOtl \YOltl(l l>Cjl1Stifie<I. an<l 1t \(,_'f'\(" .. ll) 
rcn1ir1<l 11' t)f t li(' tliifcrl'nce:-io bet\vecn 'Cit'rltific L.no\vlc•clg<• 
ar1<.I ctl1ic,·,1I ' "' i'dt>111 . .. rhe i>ere 1lni l11 ch a r.i.cter t>f tl1t· l>rc>I>· 
lc111 s, tile lnc:·I.. <>f gt·ncral ai;rcc1r1ent o n l)fOP<>sccl liC>l11t ic>11'1, 
<.111c.l t l1t• rt.·t11r11 of l ~1ter cloctrincs 10 J)ri11ci11lt•(; a c.lv.111<:t·tl l>y 
C'nl'l i('r C)nt·s al l C'C)nt1\1..,1 slr ik ingly v.•ith t l1ti 1rrt·vc•1·s1l>lt• 
p rc>grcss t)f stic11li fl c tli\covcry. It· llu~ bec·11 s u J.ti,( t· \ lt'tl ll)' 
~Ollll' C!Ofltt• 111 1)c>r~1ry ()hi lo\Ot)l1<.: r!> t),;_1t the c11tll 1..•\'i t li'i1>uln 
hi lity c>f t•tl1 i<.:~1I i'i\UCli i" r<><>ted in lhc· vl'ry 11ut11 rc• c>f <"t hi· 
c:al l.1ni:;111\g(•, 'o tllat 1t is not a (lc fcct of p l1i l<>"i<->1>l1y to h~1vc 
fai1l"d to •ttl11cve gt•1'lt"ral attrc<'nlcnt on l'tl1i<·, A'i \ V. I\, 
Galik ha, pul ii (l'h1loso11h y and the Historlral Un<l1•r· 
st a1l<l i11g, ~c'v Yc>rk, 19fJ4). ctl1icaJ cone<.•pts ._1rl' ··c,.,c,, .. 
t ia1 ly <.'<>ntt·,t~ll>le ." It i~ essential to tl1eir 1n<-:inir1~ tl1,1t 
t}1ey t·\.nlc Cf,11ti11u.al <li,putes ~lS to the corre<.:t \l._tntl.,rtl' 
for their ~P1>l1tal1on. B'1t if \VC catl1\ol fi11<I lli\lOri<·,tl ('>re>~· 
res\ ill th(' rort ll (Jr ftrl...t) \Clt)e1t1ent of iSSll C\, \Yl• (".I ll .tt ICot\l 
cli ~ccrn \CJl rl{' CICJ(fCC o r gradt1al, if irr(·gl1lar, a(l\i.lTlCt' t<, 
\Yard )(r c._1t<·r clarity i n the forl'rlulation of t11c i''l' t.'"'· 

On the ccr1tral l\\Ue <>f' tl1e logical l'('lation llt'l\Yf'('ll r.,, t'i 
nr1cl value,, <.·thil·td t l1cori es l1i1ve J)l'OVitlc<I incrcnsi11J,tly 
cl c~r ;11\cl st)1>hi "iticatc(l stutc1nc11ts of t\Y(l funt lun1c:1ltul 
l><>sitio rlS, r101tura l1s1n ancl n(l11nati11'al ii.1n (son1('ti1ll <'' t•all<"<I 
tclcolc>gy n11c.l cJco11to l<>gy}. Natu ri1Ji s tic tht:ori t.•iii rt•l,ttc 
valtJt.'S lo fa<·t., lly clPfi nin,g "goo<l" au<I r('lntecl con<'<' llt 1i1 i11 

l(•rm\ of ob'icrv._ablc· crit(·ri.t. ,,.<·11 •• , r,1lf1lln1e11t of natural 
tc11<lc1lc;ies (Ari~totlc) . ...... 1ti,r.1<.·t1c>r\ <>I cl<.•,irc (I l ohl>e~ and 
S1>i11t>za), J>TOlluc.:.tion of p lC.\\llrt· ror tllf: greatest nu1nber 
Cltl il1tari;c111ism). l"Ot1cl,1c. i\.<'1l(·.,., tc> l1i,l<>rical progress 
(S1>c11cC'r a11d ~l ~1rx), or <•fht·it•tl(')' <>f 111<'.-tfl\ to e nds 
( Oc,vc)'). \ton11aP.iral1!'1tic t l1t•or1u .... trc'.s tl1f! fact t ha t the 
n'l<'ani11g of e thicaJ tl'rri-1:-. JZtlt•\ l><•y<>11<I tl1e tl l>serv~1ble facts 
i ) 11 ,vJ1ich e tl1ical juc.l~rn t• 11 1' ~1r<· grc>1111 tlt·<I, u11cl tlle}· lc>C<-tte 
t ilt t1tlc.liti(1nal cc>n1r><>ne1"lt <>I 1r1t•at1ing outs it lc 11t1ll1rc. Plato 
loc;1tecl it irl fl. rt•n l1n elf nl)stra('t 11f)fll1'i , c;l1r i~tianity in tl1c 
\v iii o f (;o(l, the ir1tuitie>11i't' in t l1e• clirt~<:I rc·ct.1g11ition <>f 
ll1c• q l1ality of ri gl1tn<''iS, t l1t• 11uu·.il-'it'11 'it• tl 1 l'Ori~ ts in the 
fc t·li 11,g c>f a p p robtttio 11. l:::,it•h c>f t l"lc·st· .1<'t<111nts of v:.1lue anti 
mor~1I ri glll 11:1~ revealed an .1tlcl1t 1<111al t li11\C1l,io11 of the 
<.·~J lllJ)lex logic of t:t hi1..al J11clg111t•11l . N.1tt1rdlist1c t l1coril' ' 
l1~ivc 1) 1 <>u~ht to li~llt v,irio11 .. '"'~ ' )., i 11 '"'lti<·l1 e tllical ju<1g­
r1l<'lll IS ~ounde<:t 011 tile f,a)filln1<.•11t <>f l>1oloJ?.lt"ill J,rl(I social 
11c("<l"i, whi1e non11~it11r.1l 1 .. 11c· tlt<'<)tlt·\ 11.t\t• revealed pre~· 
cr1ptivc ~l"'tX-"CtS of moral c.·~>nc.·t•t>I., t l101t o.ttt• i11<lt_·pendent of 
1)rt1<lentj~J <."On),iclerataon\. ~l~l1e 111.11n cfrort of twe11Lieth · 
<..'l: tll\11')' ethical pl1iJo,c>tlll)' 11.1' l>t·t·J1 to '"t'.l\'e together in a 
C(lll\istent pt1ttt•r1l <clll the tl1rc·;1cl,, lx>tl1 rl~aturali,tic a11d 
no1111aturalistic, t l1at co1l\t1t11tt: c>11r 1)l11lo,<>11l11cal h eritage. 

CONTEall'OltAHY NONNATU llALI S M 

111 1n11ch <>f tl1l' E11gl1' h ' l)c •,1l.. ing \VC1rltl ( :. !!:. ~1c>oro's 

l'rincipicl Ethica (Cmnhridl(t'. 1\)01) i< t.1k1· n lo be the 
'it._1rt i 111.~ 1)(>int o f C()1lt<•1n1>c)r111 y <•tl1it,1I ll1cory. l3t1t it is 
in11>ort.t1•t le> recc>g11i:1c· 111al tlli' 1>ri 11tllC\' i .. to a consit leru-
1>1(' cl<'~ree Joc;_1l a11<l t l1 , l111t•t1vl' ()I llll' l14-ttlit it111 o f a11al}'l-
1 c.~tl ctl1ic\. On till' (:011t111c•n l ~'11tl i 11 1.._,ti11 A1ncric:i tile 

\\'Ork of ~1.i.x St:heler a11<I 1-;-r,\n/. l$1\•1\l;_1110 h.1 .. l>ee11 a pre· 
e111i11c11t influence. F~or 111t1cl1 c•f A1nc•r1<-.ln tl1ougllt until 
f.tirl) recenlli. lhe worl of John l><wt•) or R;1Jpb Barton 
l'ctrry providetl tht· :-.1.1rt111g 5x1i111. tl,1t . ror all thill~ it is 
rcaso•1~1ble to be~111 \Vitll (! 1~. \l1MJt(•. 

t\toore. lt i .. tl1e crit1<·.al 'i<lt• c>r ~ltxlrc's \York i11 e thics 
tl1~at l1as had tJ1c: 1nt1\t ( ._l,l111~ (_•fl<·<·t. 11 i~ <l1•line.1tlon of tile 
\11l>J<'<'t 11 1~1ttcr of ethit·:-. a11t l t1i' v<·ry cart•ful cffo11 (0 sl10\v 
ll1.1t u1ay fo r1r1 o f c tl1ical n;1t11ra)l,111 i n vc>IV<'' ._, f11ntlt1mc11tal 
1.•oncer)tu~il n1istakc-tl1t• \V(>r~ t )f tilt flr~t t11rl'C c l1::t1>tc rs c.>f 
l' ri11ci1Jia Etl1icu- ha' l>e<: n tl1t• 1>:u I <>I ~lt><>rt ... 's 'vo rl.. tl1at 
lla" t lcl·1>ly ;tffeclc<I <.'c>11l<·11l1>,>1 .11·y l'll1ica l tl1t>11gllt. l Lo\v-
1,_•v<'r, "'1c><>rc'~ c>v.1n y><>'iitivt· 11111111.1t 11l'ttl i, lic tt>gnilivis1n, 
\Yill1 it .. re lio\llCl' on Jl(> 1111at 11 1,1I t•l1tu .1t•lt•ri , ti1,_•,, l1~1s fou nt! 
fc•\v ~acll1crc11ts. t\ 1<->"t l)l1ilc>,C>J>l1<.•r,- ( ;. I .. Stl!vc·11,011 ~tn<I 
I\. ~I . I lare are ty11icaJ- ,vl1'1 ll.I\ t.• l)t•t•11 l'tt11v i11ced tllat irl 
('\\C·oce ~1oore's Cil\<.' .1i::t<ti11 .. t 11.\t\11 .ili,111 i' 'ounc..1 llnve 11ot 
follo\\'l'<I ~loor<··s le;tcl l>11t 1,,,, l' .-lloptctl ,01ne fom1 of 
11c>llt'.Ognitivi "1•1. 

It was \foore,s J,t·lic:f rll,\t if 11l<>r.1l t)l1ilo\OJ>I•<'" sim p ly 
i11tcl't.•\I tl1em.sclv<"s 10 ~<)()(( <·<>11<111<.·l , tile) are not rc..'111) 
't~\rting at the l>e~1n11ing. fc>r \YC: <· .. 11111cll know ,vf1._1t good 
co11c.Juct i" until \ \'C k11<>W \v11ut ~O<><lr\l's~ is. \toore's con­
t<'l'll \Vas \vitl1 a ··general t·n<1ta1ry intt> ' vl1a t j , good:· O t.1r 
hr\t <1 uc~tion mu:-,t l)t' .. \V11ut j , .,_l>(><-1 a11tl \vl1~1t is ')act?•• 
~t1ch k110 \vl etlg-c o f gcu>tl ,11)<1 <•vi i, ivlc>urc e l.1i 111s, i s tl1c 
"goal c>f cthit·al iJ1vt•sti 1-talit)11": ))11t, l1c• , lre!"ses, " it canno t 
l;c safely <tttc~111 1>tcc l nt t l1t• l)l·~i 11 ni11~ c)r Ol1r ,tl1clies, b t1t 
011Jy j\t ll1c Cfl tl." r• i r \l \VO lll ll 'it ('C>ll '\ i cl c•r ll() \V ''Kc>t>tl" iS lO 
l>l' <lc f-i11ccl. 



\l<>t)rc c:lcarly i' 11ot 1ntt·rt•\ll'cJ in givi11g a stipulat1vc 
<lcfinitic>n c1f ''g0<><l," "11<1 rr(>111 J,i, cli~c l ain1ers i11 Pri1-.ci11i11 
iitlitca ahout IJci11g i11terc·,trcl iu a 111ere ly verbal point. it 
W()11 lcl ~cc111 tha t l1f• i ~ n(>l 1r1tcrc,tt•tl in a lexical clcfin1ticl11 
eit ht r. \Vhat )1e is afll·r, in sc•Pkitig n <lcfinition of "goocl," 
is j u \t tl1is: ,vl1at l)l'O()<'rly 01· "ICt of llrclperliC'i is co111111c>n tt> 
u11J cli\ti 11cti,,e of a11ytl11n~ t11ut <.'Ould e<>nl"Civably l1c 
Jlrf>l>(•fl) called intrin,it·;1lly gtxx:l, fc-,r i11slanc...'C, ··an\"'CrinA 
tc• 111ter<'\l'\ ... ~toore thi11J.:, ··~<>oc.I .. sto.•11cl'i for a tlf'Opt.'rt)· • 
• 11,cl l1e ~eeks to cll'tl:'r111i11t• wl1.1t 1t is. ~1oore's ,\t'l~\vc.•r. 
wl11ch lit• i\ a,,·arc " ·il l cn11't' tli~co11tent, is tliat ··g()(){I" i' 
not definable. All we can finully ,,1y «orrectly i' 1hal good 
i~ ~txxl a11 tl 111)1 an)'tllinJ,t c.·l'l' "(;oocl," like .. red," i\, i1l 
!he· u111-,rc>r>ri.1te scn"e, i11tlt.•h11;llJlc. (;O()CI is a s io1plc. unnr1~ 
1d y1.1d >lt'. 11tJ11r1at11ral cl1arn<'lC'ri"llic. \\le arc c itht·r clil'C<'lly 
awui·t.· t>f it cu· \Ve clrt~ nc1t1 ll11t lht.••'t' 1 ... 11•'> \V;\y <)f clefi1l ing lt 
<lr an~1lyz1ng it sc> as to nl11kc: it i11tcl ligil-,le to son1eorTe \vllo 
i~ ll<>l <litt·ctly ;,1wart· c1f 1t. 

St1tl1 .1 rnclic..'ll cla11n <>11 \tc>e>rt:'\ l)~lrt \\'ould hav(" littlt• 
fort:t· 1r l1e <..-ould 11c1t tl1c>rc>11gl1I) r ... ~f11te r1aturali"itic .1n<I 
1l11·ta1ll1) \it.•;,1) thL.-orie' \vh1cl1 tic-, p1111>0rt 10 give tl1e Li11cl c1f 
ch~•l'l1c-teri1.ation of intrin,ic gt>otl11es~ that he take' to bt• 
i 111 J){l~\l l)ll'. 

1\1oore's case against natt1rolis1t1. 1.et tt~ ccJn'i:it.lt•r 
t'vlt)tJrt·'., case ag;.li11~l t..'thic·ul 11ut•1r.1l ism. Ara etl1ical 11nt11· 
rnli,t l1<Jlcl~ 1l1nt i1101·a l j11<lg n1c·1tt!'i are trltC or f,1ls<• c1111)il'icnl 
'\lt1lt•1nc 1lts tl!\cril>in~ ~111 <~n11>i1•ltill 1lr05)(•rt}' or set of 1>rc)1)· 
<'rl it·'> lf> a 11 01ctio11, o l1jC'<·t , ,,,. l)<•r-.011. "Coocl'' i' clefii1rcl i11 
lt•mis of this properti or "'I of properties. llul, \ 1oor<' 
olfj,(U('\, \Ve \Vil) tlOt OOIUC lt) J.:11()\V \V)"'l;lt goo<l j~ sirnpl)• \>y 
"<l1,rov<>ri11g ,vJ1at ~are tl1<>,t• c>tl1<•t pro1>erties belongi11i::: tf> 
~•II 1l1111J(s \Yhicl1 arC' J,?t>cxl." ·1·110,~ \Vl10 romr11it "·ll.lt 

Moore rolb th<' natur.1lhllt· fall.ic) think 1hal when they 
ll,lv<· "11a1ne<l t11osc 01l1('r 1lrc>1>t•rties they '"ere ;.1ctu.il ly 
<lt•fining good; tl1~1t tl1csc· ptc)l)l:'rtic,, in fact. 'vcrc \i1111lly 
tlc>l 't1tl1t•r,' llltt <tb,cll11t1.: ly 11 11cl t•ntirt•ly t he s~u1)(' \Villi 
J.(<l()cl11c,, ... l~ut tc) iclc11tify ~0<1<1 ,v1tl1 n11y ot11cr ,,ro1>c·rly Is 
to (.'()111111il ll\C llt'llt1rnli\tic ri1l l1IC)'. 'l'l1<• 11alt1rali ~ts <.'<Jllrusc• 
t11t· f(Ul'\tion c>f tl1c· n1f'ani11g c>I t l1e co11cept of goocl \lt'itll 
t l1t.• c111it\~ clilfcrc11t 4t1<'"tio11 elf ,vJ1,1l ki11cls of tl1 1 ng:~ .1r1.• 
JC<x>c.t. 

111 •t f .. t111ou.s ~trgun1e11t, ,,.J,1cl1 11~\~ l>eel'• dt1bbc<I tile 
c>1>t.·n·c1t1(•,tio1l ats:tu111('11t. ~l•H.>re pu111t~ out th.at for wl1at· 
('\lf'f flollllra)i.stic value- \Y(' \\l)),ltltll(• rc>r tf1e V~lfiabJt.• X in U 
1>rc>1}4)\Ctl t lcfi r1i tio11 of "gc>ocl," \Vt• cot.11 always sigr1ificn11tl) 
il\k ir it i.; g<x1cl. If a 111a11 '·'>'' " lfo.11111i 11ess is gilf><l," c1r 
"Sc•lf·rt.·~1l i ·l-atio11 is go1.>cl," c>r "'1'11<' c>l>j<-'cl of ariy i11tcrc't i' 
,i.tf>C)<I," " '«' can a lways ' ig11 llit u11t ly n,k " Is l1a1)1li nt•S\ 
J.tt>od?," " ls self-rcali1.:11ion ~tttlll?," " ls the object of nny 
111tt:r<•st g<>ocl'?" Even tllc>ui.th '''l' agree, Jet us \;.ty, 1l1nl 
l1,t1l1>i11t>~!i is goocl, it i' ••n cv1clc.•nt fact of larl)(t•llJt<' tl1at 
tl1e''-' l111c\li01lS are 11ot willlc>ut !ii~11ilica11ce. 14t1t tilt') 
'''t>11lcl lw "·ithout sig11lfic.111<·<• 1f "R00<1·· <lid n1ea11 ''l\,lJ)Jll 
I)(''':· or ''sc(f-rt.•a)iJ..,'lliC)fl:• ()r .. lltt' object Of any ittt('T(',t," 
jll\t u, ii is poi11tless to ol'\L if,, r~1lht,_•r i'I: a male parent C)r ~' 
l'''l>I>)' is a young tlog. F't>r wl1,\tcvcr 11.1tur..1li<1:tic t leh11it[o11.;; 
Wt: (>lfcr-,vl1atc,,er 11at111'nl1,ti<• vnlut•s l'e l1lace tl'l<' v:1rial,lc.· 
x- it nlwuys 111~1kcs 'c11,t.• lt> a,k If tli.•t ll1i1'g is)'.(<><)<]. Si11ct· 
thi '> is "IO, ll1csc na tt1r.nli-:li<· clt•li nitic)ns ca11 Uc 11f•('n t<, 1><.· 
i na<lt•<t t 1.1tf•. 

'l' J1i~ Clt11 l>c "ICCr'l in a11tltlic1· \Vol)' ;\~ well. lf u st.1tt·1nt'1'lt 
lilt· '"f'l1c ~atisf;.1ction c)f cl<'"l•rt• 1\ ,t.tcxxl'' \\•ere n. cl<-fi 11it1011 

Ethics, Il istory of 101 

<>f t l1e sort ~toore \Y:.l~ ~e.1rcl1ing for, it woulcl be or1nlytic 
n11<l it woul<I h<" !Jt•lf+<.'(>111rucli ctory to as~ert ''This s.1ti,fies 
clesire but it i11 llf>I !{<><>ti." l'or \Yll;tte\rer 11atu1'01lislic 
<1l~'1 11it io11 one prO(){)\('S, 110,vcvC'l', <>ne can a-:srrt \Vitlt<>ut 
self-contr.\<lictio11 "'J'hi ;i i' x l1ut lt is not gc.>t>tl," 1)111 if x 
meant the same as "goocl" !hi, would he impossible, for "X 
t?i good" 'voul<l tl1e11 l>e a1l~ll)·t 1c. Ut1t since tl1i' ls po,,ablc 
it is c lear that tl1c 1>1·01)(J\t•<I \l;lt(·1ne11t i~ sy11tllctic. 
~foore's influence. Th~ above arguments of Moore·s, 

togetl1cr \\<ilh hi, r.111lCJ\I\ ·•rgt11nc11t in Cl\OJ>lc:r 3 or Pnn­
ciJJia Ethica a,i:ain\t M1IJ', alleged naturalism, have pro­
viclC'cl tf\C ba.ckgrot111cl fc>r 1n11<:11 of the co11tro,·er'y t11 l'On­
temporary ethic:1I theory. \Vhile few have accepted all the 
clcl11ils of ~l oore·, 1.·n"t' ugain ... t ethical 11aturuli~111, it ha~ 
been fe lt by 111a11y thrtl M<><>re's essential c ase '' 'vol) 
1,1k('n. R. ~4. Horr in hi< '/'lie r,,.ngrwge of Morals (Oxford, 
H.152). P. II. Nowell-Sm11h in his £tl1ics (ll armond<worlh, 
1954), and A. C. Ewir11t 111 hi> Second Tlioughts in Morr;I 
P/1ilosovhv (London, 1959) try to restate these Moorean 
1ns1ghts in sucl1 a "'J.) ~'' to 1>rw.cnt a decisive case otgaanst 
Nhical naturalism. 

IL should be noted, however, that the reception of 
~loorc'!i case <lf;ttir·1,t r1uturolli'i111, <'YC11 or1 tlic part of 'uch 
l:'111i 11c11l 1101\11n.tu1-.1l1't' u' A. N. Prior ;.ind E. \V, I l ,111, 11,ts 
llot been tl1a t f.tvon'lllc. Lt is generally t l1c>11gllt tlC>\V tl1at 
(I) ti•« n;\lurnli,li« fall.icy i' not, >lri ctl y speakinJ.(, 11 fallacy 
l)ul is at he.st n n1istak<· nncl (2) that it is 11ot 1·cnlly cli st iuctivc 
of naturalism lJul dwnld be called the de6ni<I follncy, thnl 
•>, lhc belief ll1a1 mond lc111» are capable o f d!•finillon in 
11011n1oral tenns. 

Criticisms of Afoore. It i~ easy to ~ce Ill.it \Otnt.'One, 
tl1ougl1 at a <-"t'rto1i11 pric.,e, <."Uultl be a consi....-tcnt ctl1icat 
11~1turalist a11d tl1at \lc>or••"\ n.it11ralistic fallacy wc>t11tl not 
really point to .111ytlling fll-'CC.'S~arily rallaciOll\ In ituch a 
naturalist's rea.'\011inJt. 1-\ 11 t:thical naturali,t ,vho is .. 1lst> a 
hcdc>11ist cou1<1 nrguc: lly "i11tri11~ ic g:oocl'' I n1l1 j11"1l goi1•g 
to 111cn11 ··l, l ea~11r('." ·rllis is a sti L1ulalivc tlcth1iti<>11 c>11 111y 

J)~trt anti l <1111 11'1itki11g11<l clai1t1 tl1nt it .st111arcs \Yit11 clr<linury 
11,a~t·, lJ t1l it will givl' n t lt•.1r a11d co11sistcnt <lcf111itlc>n of 
"good" lhat fit. well with rny preanalyti~ in,i1d>I that 
1>le~lsurc a11d 11lt. ... 1,11rc• .1lc>11(' is i11tri11sically goocl. It is 
i11cle4;."<I tr\1e tl1at 011 ill)' tlt•"t>I) " J>lea~11re i~ goo<I'' i+. a t~tu­
tolog)· and ''Is 1>lc;1,urt.· 11ltrinsically good?" i' a sclr­
;.t11''"eri11g que'\t1011. Still, there is a non11ativel)• v1tul <111es· 
t1c>11 tl1nt I car1 ~111tl dt> ._tsl \vit}1 perfect c:o11rt•1>tual 
pro1>ricl)'· The vit,11 t>l>i'll <Jltt"\lic>n is tl\i~: Sl1c>u lcl nn ir1tli· 
v itlt1nl sccl 1>lc:\~11rt• nncl c>nly pleas\1rt~ as tile tl1i11ft tha t, 
111oml ly Sl)eaking, ht" ouµht nJ,vay!' to do? lr ~' 1nnt1 to.1kcs 
t)1is l'>Os iti<>ll, l\1C)()1't•'s Ut'glllllClllS, given a))OVC.', <.JO not 
'\ll<>'v tln)1:l1in~ fallnt·it>us in l1is l hir1ki11g, t11ot ii;, l1c l1as 
co1 11mittctl 1\0 fo11nal or i11forn1al fal lacy, ll1<>ugl1 it l'.\11 be 
'l'IO\v11 b)· some aclclitior1~ to ~1oore's argun\en~ tltnt l1c .. l1as 
'·'i<I ~01nethin,g that i' n1ist,1ken. 

Tl1ere is a furtl1cr t·riti<..·is111 of \loore tllnt tot11 be 11\ade 
with considerable plJ11,ihil1I). Though it is inde~d true 
that "gc>o<I" taken in i\olat1011 cannot be clcfi11e<.I, tl1c tcrn1 
''goocl" is in reality ulwuy' 11<riccl i11 specific 0011trxts, 'vith 
c...'011tcxt-tle1lC't\(lf'11t n\C'n11i11gs and with Sltc h ri<ltrs ~'" 
"g:ood ;.1t" a 1\cl "gt>t>tl f<)t." Uul i11 sucl1 a Cl)lltcxt "goo<l'' 
can be defined. "A gootl cur," " good teacher," "i.toc1d at 
l>all e t," o r evc1l "goc>tl 1111111" can be nat11ralisticully llc­
fi11cd, e\re11 tl)o,1gh ",:tcx)cl" sans plirase ca11tl<>t. Finully, 
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al1d perl1aps 111osl irnporta1, tl)', it has been pointed <>ut 
tl1at the opcn-qucstio1\ a11cl nonco1)tradictio11 arguments 
are 11ot co11cl\1sive. At best they sho'v \vl1y all tl1c r•att1r'1lis­
tic defi ni tic>ns l1ithert<> pr<.)pOSC!c.1 de> not \York. 1·hey d o not 
sho'v t11;.1t naturalistic ( lefir1itio 11s are imposs il>le . 

Deontological r1onnatt1ralists. T he re are c>t})er nc>nnatu­
ralists v.1110, while l1olcl illg cognitive 01ctaethical tl)eories, 
reject Moore's ideal utilitarianism. Moo1·e thought that 
Bentham and Mill were mistaken in trying to define 
"good" natumlisticall y, but that they were not mistake n in 
regarding good as the fundamental moral concept and 
v.tcrc 11ot 111istake n in a rgujng tl1at it is alv.1ays c>ur duty to 
seek tc> brir1g t l1e greutcst total goo<l pc>ssible into 1>ei rlg. 
H. A. Prichard, \V. D. Ho•s, E . F. Carritt, and C. D. Broad all 
agree 'vith Moore th(tt i i,trinsic gooll is a t1nique, -no1lnatu· 
ral quality that is indefi nable and can only be known d i­
rectly. 13ttt tl1ey reject Moore's clai1n tl-1at " right' ' meallS 
" productive of the greatest possible good." " flight," they 
itrguc. is also s iii ge11eri.s; it is not reducible to "good" or tc> 
any teleological cc>nce11t. To say ""fl1is is a rigl' t ~\ct'' 
means, according to Hoss, "This act ought to be clone." 
Fl1rther11lorc, cvcrl 'vl1~tt nlakes arl act right i\j not to be 
completely determ ined by te leological concepts. An act, 
even tl1ot1gh it rn;:ly be 1>rc>ductivc, everything consi<lcred, 
of the be>t consequences, may still not be the right thing to 
do. Even Broacl, " ' ll<> rr1akes the 1nc>st concessiorls to the 
utilitarians of any of the deontologists {as they arc called), 
argues that in determining what is suitable to Lh e actual 
sitt1atlon, \Ve mt1st Cc>ns ide r both t ile t<>tal fi tt ingness c>f t l1e 
events that arc re levant to the act in question and the util­
ities in question, anll the n witllout any l)rccisc 1neasure of 
\vhat is suitable to the s it,1atiOrl, \Ve must decide 'vhat \VC 

are to c.lc>. 'J'l1e uli lit.trians. inclutli 11g Moore. tl1e de<>ntolo­
gists agree, ovcrs irrtpli fy the situation he re. 

In 190H H. A. Prichard, in his celebrated art icle "Docs 
:vloral Philosophy Rest on a Nlistake?," set forth in percep­
ti,,e but t1nco1n1)r<>mising forrn the dco11l<>lc>gic<.1l pc>sit ion. 
But it is IV. D. Ross, taking Prichard's pos ition as a starting 
point. \vho llas bee1' t l1c 11,ost infll1Cnti<.1I c>f these cJeo1l­
tological nonnaturalists. Ross's Tl1e Right on'l the Good 
(Oxford, 1930) and his Foundations of Et.hies (Oxford, 
1939) present the classical statement of these views. 

Prichard. ln " Does tvforal Philosophy Rest on a Mis­
take?" Prichard argued thal it was an c nclcinic mistake of 
moral ph ilosophy to try lo give reasons for our obligations. 
Moral ob ligation cannot b e red uced lo acts which ought to 
be done because by doing them, more good is li kely Lo 
result than by doing any alte rnative act. \Ve do not, Pri· 
chard contended, come to appreciate an obl igation b y 
argurne1lt, but in a l)articti1ar ~itu<.\t icll) \VC are eitl1cr cl i­
rectly a\vare elf \Vl1at it is we c>ught to do or \VC arc 11ot. 
Moral philosophy can not j ustify these ob li gations; it can 
onl y ( 1) help us to come to understand the nature of lhi' 
immediate type of aware nes> ancl (2) help us to see 
through the con fused attempts to exhibit the " truly rntional 
foundations" of these obligations by showing how they arc 
grounded ir1 llu111an interests. 

Ross. floss accepted the Prichard ian belief that we have 
a1' i11tui tivc insig11t irltc> c>ur obligalions, btlt l1c \VCJ>t c>n 
fro1n certain hints i r1 l' 1·icllar(l tc> clevelop a conccpl of 
pri1l1a·facie cl11ty . . i\ p1•ir11a·facie duty is a con<litic111al cl11ty 

of a very distinctive kind. \-Vhat is meant by saying that it is 
"conditional" is that it i• something wh ich always would 
l>e a.rt ;.lctual <l1..1ty \Vere it nc>t fc>r the fact t1lat in CCl'ta in 
circu1nstar1ccs there are rnc>re str ingent moral consider:.t· 
lior1s tl,;:tt 011t\veigh it. But primtt·f~tcie duties are always 
acl1..1al cluties unless s ucil conclitions c>btain . l\<>ss takes it as 
"sclf#evident tl1at [l pro1l1isc, si1n1>ly as s 1..1cl1, is sornetlling 
that prima facie ought lo be kept, and it does not, on 
rcOection, seem self-evident that prod uction of the maxi­
mum good is the only thing that makes an act obligatory." " 
L ike Cook \Vi lson and Prichard before him , Hoss takes as 
his data "the moral convictions of thoughtfu l <llld wc ll­
educated people." They serve as his point of dcp»rture 
arlcl his check <>n all tlleorizing concerrli11g morals. 

Reasoning frc>m this base, Ross can sllc>w that \Ve <l<> no t 
al,vay.s reasc>rl as utilitaria1l ftlora lis ts \\•Ould ll{lve us rea· 
son. \-Ve often have duties of special obligation that conllict 
"'itll the l.1tilitarii1n r>rincipl e tl1~lt \Ve sltc>u lcl aJ,vuys rnaxi· 
rnize good. If we carefully allend to the data of e thics-our 
actt1al rrtc>ral cx perie rtCCS- \\'C will note tl1at 've l1a\"e 
prima·facie duties to ficlelity, rcparatiot'• g1'alituclc. j us tice, 
beneficence, norl1l1aleficcnce, ancl sclf. im1)rovc1n cnt. Some 
of these pri11,a.facic duties arc 1norc l) ir1<li 1)g t llU1) o tl1crs. 
Ceteri~'i ptiribus, th e cluty <>f nc>nmal efic<~ncc O\tt\veigl's our 
ol1ligatior1 lo kcc1' a p1'<>1nise. Blit l\os' stl'Csses - as clocs 
Rrc)ad- thal il is 1lot ul\\'ays t11e ca~c that \ VC 11ave a rule, u 
general pri1lci1>lc, for deciding \vl1a t tc> c1(> wllen t l1ere is a 
co11flict in J) l'i rna.faeie dltties. Sometimes \ve si1nply ha\ie 
to npr>reciutc or co1ne to "see" what is s11ita1>1e t<> tl1c sit1., .. 
t\t ion. 

Criticisms of deontology. Many, though by no means all . 
philosopher.; would agree that the rleontologists have 
sllov.1n that 1r1c>rtd reasoning is not as si1nplc as t11c classical 
utilitarians took it to l)c. lll1t it ll as been tl1ought h y ln an y 
t•,nt C<lnset1ue 11ccs ,,lny a far larger role i11 clc te r1,,ini r1g 
wha t 111t1kes ttrt acl rigl1t th an tlle <lco11to1ogists l1ttvc bce 1' 
,vi ll ing t<> t1<l1nit. Tl1c i1· rather a11tiCLuate:d epistcrr1ology of 
intuilio1ls, syntl1etic a i)r'iori jl1<lg1llCnls, ~\tlll so f(>rt l1, anll 
their 111i , Jeadir1g use or 1llatllc 1n al ic._1I ano.\lc>gies 11;_\\'e stOc>t.1 
in t)1e \ VtlY c1f <ln t\CCeptarlCC or d ec>rtlc>lc>gy. l t is, hc>wever, 
Cluite feasil)lc tel argue tl,al s1..1cl1 tlf>r>ei.,(s ar<! nc>t esserltial 
to tl deor1tological vie\v, 

It ha> also hccn repeatedly argu<!d that a deontological 
l)OSiti<>O, \Vit h its Jist Clf (>ri1na·fttcie cJttti C:S a1l() its appe;tJ t<l 
the con v ic t io 11s o f tlle t11<>ugl1tft1l ttncl t l1e \.\1cll~e<l11<!nted1 i s 
tl1orot1ghly cthr1occntric. ·1·0 these objcctior1s it is -rc;;1so11;_\· 
ble to reply that m<»l of Ross's prima-facic duties are very 
similar to tile kincl c>f generaliti es tl1;t t t l\C antllropolc>gists 
Halph Linton and Hobert llcd r.cld (among olhc 1·s) h;we 
c laimed t<> be cros\j-Cl1lt1..1ra11 y f:a11ctionetl " Lin i vcrst11 ' 'al· 
ues." Moreover , the appeal to thou)!htful and well -educated 
pec>r>le :,u1·ely nee<-l nc>t ancl sl1ot1l<I not l i111it it:--c lf to 
t>ec>plc i11 Olle Cl1lt11ral circl e~. 

Ratl, c r n·1c.1re irr•P<>rlant criticisn1s or clcontology l1a,,c 
beefl t ))at it gives 11S n(l criteria rc)I' <ICcilli ng what )().\V.;, 

practices, rt1 lc~. or i1l:,.titutio11s are \VC>rtl1y <>f c>ur t\cccpt· 
a11cc. I I e re lilt: kin<I or <..1t1as i·uti l itarii\1l reasc>ni11g C()l\Cer1 1· 
ing t)ractices cl1ar~1ctc!rist ic c)r tllc gclocl·rci:ts(ln' l.Jl)\)ro nc1l 
see111s lo have df'ciclPcl aclvant~lge. 

Ewi1ig. 1t f:1l<Jtilc.I )>c me11tio1lccl thnt 1\. C. E\vi11g i1'I t'''O 
closely reasoned hook>, Tlie Defi11itio11 of Good (New 



York, 11).17) nnd Second Thought• in ~l0<al Pliilwophy 
(London, 19.59), works out a theory that in many re>pecl• 
Ines In frnd a middle ground between Moore nnd llo._. 
Ewing t;>ke' ··oui;ht" as his fundament~I term, and in the 
~econd \VOrl.. l•l' rn,,lcs far more co1lCCS\io11\ to the natu­
rali~ts t111d noncogr1itivists than i tl tile Gr)l, witllout nl>an· 
clo11i11g wl\nt l1C' take~ to be the core of h1\ 11onnnt\1n&li,m. 

P henomen ological views. f\1 oorc, 1\u~s. Rrond, nnc.I 
Ewing nrc• 1lOl llle o nl y non na tura lists a11cl iotuition l 11t~ 
whc> l'lavc cx<'rtccJ a co11sicle rnblc i11 fluc:r1cc 011 contc1l1po­
rury ctlll<'nl th(>t1gltt. D uring a rc>11gl1ly cc)tnparoblc 1>crfc)<.I, 
Franz IJrc1'ltn11t1. Nicolai I lurtrnann, and Max S~·l1('l <.' t huc..I n 
co111parnl>lc an fl11ence on tl1e Co11tir1cnt. 

It i\ ncceli~ar-y to ment ion that in conte111porory phi lo­
>ophlcal thought there is a fundnrnental clcnval(c thnt 
<liviclc, ti\(' E11gli)ll-~pcnking an<l Scand1r1~•vl~1r1 c<>t.1ntri<"'• 
on l~ae ont.· hn1ld, from the Co11tincnt, t .. 1l111 A1ncr1ea, and 
the Near f:,l\t .ind ~·ar East, on the other. In the'e latter 
areas of th<- world the inAucrK'e, either dorm or rndirect 
Of the 1>h1lo<ophc~ <O for discussed ha• be<'n sliitht, whilt• 
the inltuc•11cc m intellectual circles of the ph1lo,ophe.- tn 
be dl-,c;U)\ed ir1 tllis ~t..~lion and 1n the ~t.'Cl1C>11 011 c~islcn .. 
tinlhm ha, been oonsidernble. Even thoui1h Mo<irc, llo,<, 
a11d Ewing 01>1>0scd empiricism, tl1cir lt•cl1nit1uf"< rc-
11\11 ir1ctl .innlyt icul. \vl1ilc the '"ork o f the p l1iJo,c>1,ll('irs 
a l>out to l-,c ciiscussc<l is p11i l<>sc>phy ir1 t l 1t' grn11cl 111unocro 
t l1at i11, it is co111parn.tivcly spccLilntivc: <tntl u1c tnphy,1cnl. 

1Jrc,1t<1110. F'r~l11z l:3rentl.'l1lo's 'l'he Orlgi11 of Ot1r K1101.vl· 
edge of /light a11d Wrong (Lcip1.ig, J/jg\)) ,10d In' lulor 
Crundlegung "'" ' Aufbari der Etloik (F. \1:oyei-·1 lillcbrand, 
ed .. 13t•rn, 19.52) rnark the beginning of contc111porury Con· 
lmcntal t>lhical theory. In 1903 C. E .. Moor<• rt'rn.irked that 
Brcntono'' \vork 111ore closely re)c111blcd },,, c>w11 tllnn tllolt 
or ~'lny writer Wltll \YllOffi he was 3C'<lll~tinted l.1l.C ~loore, 
llrer11.1110 rt'J<•cled naturalistic <leli11ition~ of t•tl11<.-.tl tcr111\, 
rcg..trdt•tl ft11'lcl1r11t•11tJ.I 11loral COt'lcepb o.t') wi l(cr1erit, .'Ind 
tl1<>t1gl'lt J\t<lg1nc.~nt~ of intrinsic vo.1l11t• 1nc.tp.tl>I._. ,,f l>cing 
()fO\ 1·11. 

·1~0 ga111 a11 acl('{J11ate undcrstandi11g of IJrcr1t.•no·, ethical 
tht .. c1ry. 1t ;._ t.''"<'1iti.11 to u11dersta11<I tile rutl i111t•111~ of \Yt1at 
he e•lli•d dc,criptivc p<ychology (the latter, in I lu\\t•rl\ 
h.tru.I"• \Ya' I ~> l>t•cc>111e 1>l1cr10111cnol<>.1.tY). llrent.111fl <.·l:l"'inc<l 
lll(•111ul J)l1r· 11cu11c11a int<> t11rec funth1111enl._al c)n'i~l''! ; ideas 
11 11<1 s1..•1,,c)1y f > l'(''icn l~ttions (i1nagc'i nn<l lht• 11 ko). Jutlst· 
llll'l1 1,, 1111<1 c111c>t io1)'i. 1"'1l:ll is to ''' Y· there u.rt• tl1r(•(' fun<ln-
111t•nt._tl woy" ir1 '"hicl1 c>11c n1ay Ile i11ten tit111.tlly rt.·lnlN:I 
lt> \l>IT\t•lhing:. (}n<- 1nny .. i1r1ply tl1ir1J.. c)f it, 011t• 111ny tole- ail 

i11tc.'llcl't11tll \lance t<>ward it by either acc<•1)t111g it or rt•­
jccti11u tt, or 011<· m .. ly take an e1notior1ul or alliltacli11~\l po~­
lure tc>ward ii. To clo tl1c );1st i~ a 1r1._1tter <>f lovir1st or l1ati11st 
at. ( Urcrlt.1111>. of cour:\e, uses "love" arid ··•1 .. 1te'' here in a 
\·er) \lr<•tcht·d 1na1111C'r.) Brenta.110 "''lit·'r<l<.'<i c1not1on\ .l~ 
i11tl'nti<>11.1I, l1c maintained 1l1a1 ''cert.J.10 ft•<•l11'IR' refer 
unm"t.1~ahl) 10 ohj<,ct> and lani.'llagc il\<'lf ,11:111he' th" 
tt1n>ug)1 ('\f>rt'\\it>TlS \Vhicll n1ake USC or it" ~I Or('OV('t, 
emotion,, Ilk<' J"dgmC'nts but unlike idc,i<, c.rn pro11t·rly be 
c.-l l<•tl cit l1er correct or it)t:orrcct. 111 11-.is wuy llrcntn110 
dilfcr('{f radically from the cmotivists. 

I l<)W (lo \Vt~ <lf'ciclo wl1ctl1e r a g iven c11lt)lio1• i ' correct c>r 
i 11cc,rr<:ct? J l pr,~ IJre 1i tnno, \vl10 like lltl\li \YltS u carefu l 
, t,1tlC'1lt ~ )f 1\ ril\lc>tlt.·, \va.s very 1\l'istc>te lia1·i. \Ve cun cc11i1t.• t<.> 
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understn11d what a correct <'lllOtion or, for that n1atter, a 
correct judgment is only by t'Ontra<ting actual eases of 
emotions and Judgments taken to be correct by e•peri­
eneed and thoughtful i)<.'Ople with cases that are not so 
regarded. 

To ~a>' lllat so111eth1ng is goo(l- wl1ere we arc talking 
nbout ••intrinsic gc>od"-i) tu ~ny tl1at lr is irnpossiblc to 
Jove it i1lcorrectly. ~l*o ~·'Y tl1nt '<>n1etl1i11g is i11trinsically 
evi l is to suy that it is i1npcls,il.>lt.• c<>rrcctly to love \vhntevcr 
is in questi<>n. "(;c>o<I" ant.I "evil" n1'('t wl,al Brenta11ocalled 
sy11senlant ic tcr111s: tl1cy t.lo 11c>t rt•rcr tc> concrete 1>articu1ar 
tl1ings, e ither physi~1l or 1ncntul. Uut sucl1 ctl1ical co11eepts 
were, on Brentano·) view, c>l>jt"ct iv<.• because of tl1e im~')Os­
s ibi lity of loving correctly whatever i< hated t'Orrcctly and 
of hating correctly whatever I• lov~tl t'Orrcctly. The truth of 
these funclao1cr•tJI rnornl Jll<lgrrtents ls directly evide11t to 
lhe n1ature r11oral a1tc1lt. Any quc~t1011 nbout the en1pirical 
evidence for 1l1c1n i~ o.n 111l5)CJ\\ll>le as 1t i~ l11111ecessary. 

Sc~leT. Max Schclcr attempted to apply Husserl's phe­
nomenological 1nethod to 111or.tl concept~. His 1najor ,vorks 
in ethics, Fonnal!Jm In Etlrlc• and tloe Ethict of Intrinsic 
Value (Halle. 1916) and The Nature of Sympathv (Bonn, 
192-3), are among h,. eJ.rlier writings fl'he Nature ofSym­
pnthy is simply a second and cnlari:wd edition of the early 
Zur Phanomenologle und 'rlreoric der Sympathiegefii/1/c, 
llallc, Hll3); but his Inter work in 1>hilosophical anthro· 
pology, 1'he F<>rms of K11ou1/edi;e and Society (Leipzig, 
1926). ;\)so i\a~ i1nptJ1·t.in t i1·npllcotio11s ft>r t1i~ ethical 
theory. 

Schcler's ethics is best under<tood by setting it in rela­
tion to that of Kant. Schclcr accepted Kant's critique of 
11ntt.1ralistic ancl t.1tilit.tria11 etlli<•al tl1eoric~. But while he 
took the catcgoric-.a.I 11n1:>en•t1ve aoe pointing to ar1 essc11tial 
feature of morality, he thoui:h1 th.it •uch Kantian formalism 
was rnromplete. Like Hu.,erl , Scheler believed that Kant 
was 11listaken in limiting tl1eo a priori to the purely formal. 
The phcr'I0111enologie1l 111cthod 11l1ows that \Ve llave a 
\"\1e.sensschau (a11 1ntu1tio11 of c''cnccs) i11 virh1c of '''llicl"I 
"''e kno'v cert~tin fu1ltl~t1nental .l priori but nevcrtl1elcss 
nonformal 1norJI lTut11s, ~t1c11 ·'' .. Spiritual values l1ave a 
l1ig hc r place i11 tile scale c>f v•1lt1t'\ thn11 vital values. ancl 
the Hol)' a higher place thun the <pirilual." 

Civen this very cx lcndc<I ~c11'0 <>f .. ,, l) rio ri," ii is corr1.;:ct 
to say. accc>rd ing to Sc•l~l or, thnt tl1crc nre objective non ­
for111al moral judg1nc11ts \Vh ich art; u1·1ivcrsnl, necessary. 
;lntl synthetic. 1"'hcse 11ic>rul j u<.l1-t111cnts a rc saicl to h:1vc a.11 
i11tr-insic t.'Ontent that j, Jtlvcn in C)tlr int11it ior1 of essences. 

Scheler argued that thcr<' i' :1 hierarchy of objective 
v~ilues, all 01-,en to our i11tl1itivc '"'P('"C-tion. There is, he 
would argue, nothmg <ubJCCliv<' .1bout thi< ordering. In the 
h1crarcl1> of values phc11omcnologi<:ally given to man, ,ve 
have at the top religiou\ value•, then cultural values (aes­
thetic, speculative, >crentifk-, .md political), and Snail)', at 
the bottom, matcnal valu<'' (u,cful things, things that 
satisfy needs, desires, etc.). All of thes(' values are thought 
to have a11 ctllical tli11'1e11\1t,1l. Q11cstic.>11s ec .. ncem ing n1on\J 
obligation arise w l1cn there i' a co11 rlict of vitl l1es. ~1oral o l>· 
ligatiOT'I is: t ha t ,vJiicl1 ll1111l, '''· i rl '>t1cl1 a situation. tel 
tnkc as tl1c o rt lc r c>f f>u 1· inct•11tivcs tl'c.: vnlucs as t l1cy itre 
c>rclc1·ccl in tile V<tl11c hi <•n•rchy. Sch" lcr \V11s. 110\vever, 
Sltfflc ic ntly Knntiarl l<> l>ellt•vt' t l1at tl1e 11 lti1nate b'TOuntl o f 

I 



104 Ethics, H·istory of 

rnoral ol)ligation lay not in tl1e c c>nsequel1ccs <>f mc>r~\) act~ 
l)ut in t l1e inter1lio11s of r•10 1·t1I :-1gcn1 °'. To so1nco11c \\•110 ll~\'.\ 
studict l ~·1il l , Si<lgv.1ick, or Ross, th is sc('nl" like a pl:-1ii1 
CQClfusion bet\veen the 1'1lC>ral ''gratles" '''t! \VOt1)<.) g i\1e ~\ 

persc>n a11d an ol>jcctiv(' consiclc rat iorl of w hat aCl'I arc 
tnol'ally right. 

--r l1crc is anotl1er aspect of Schelc r's 1noral theory lh:.ll 
sl1oulcl be mer1tior1ctl, 1in1ll Cl)1• itis clai1r• t)lat lc>ve ant-I 
syrr•path y }\re the sole lnea11s by \v)1icl1 \Ve gai 11 a.n intuitive 
insight into rttoral re a lity. Like Rrenta11c>, l1e thc>11gl1t t hat 
these fee lings had intentional objects, and li ke Pascal, he 
thought that there was a " logic of the heart"-that throu)(h 
the feelings \Ve gain U l}'()C o r t"<>gni ti(>I) int<> CS~Cntial 

value stroctures that can 1)e hac) in 110 other '<vay. 
llart1t1an1l-. t\icol~li T-lartrn;.1nn ° Ii 1n a s!.i ve \V(>rk F.tl2ics \Vt\s 

publ ished in Berlin in 1926. It show> the influence of 
Sche lc1· ancl Hl1sscrl n11cl i~ "vitt1out <l<>uht t11e n1o~t exten­
s ive 1>heno 1nerlologi<:a1 <liscus!.ion of value in t l1e )ite ri:l ­
ture. Etl1ics, for Hal'tm;trlrl , is part o f a general tl1cory <>f 
value, tl1ougJ1. as rnigl1t be expected, e lJ'lital values are tl1c 
higl1est values. "Va1t1e" for Hart111ann, as for Schc lcr. is ~' 
general i>rcdicatc, anc.I tln<ler it there arc rnorc !.peciRc 
predicates for deter1ninate \•alucs. fo r instance, "l)cuut>/' is 
to .. ,,alue" as "red" is to ''c<>lo recl." Values are:: saicl to IJc 
essences, ancl "'e l1avo a direct though cmotio11ally t inge<l 
intu ition of esscru.:es. Be irlg ess<:ncc'• values, like 1uJJU­

bers. <.\re tllought by I-lar11nan n to l1a,,c an i<lcal "elf. 
ex i stence (Ansicflsei11). Uut 11nlike 11\11nber.'i, values l1avc 
a ''1nateri._,1 essence.'' 

Like Scheler, Hartmann believe; that if we will but 
atter1CI patierltly to 0\lr fcelin14s, \VC \Yil J })e nb(e to discern, 
thougl1 vagl1e ly. some l1ierarchical <>rclcring of those tl1ings 
,vJ-.icl"I are , .. a(ua1)1c. !Jutting asicJc u-. far as p<>ssil)lc our 
tlleoretical preconcep tions co11<.'Crni 11g v;ll\1Cs, \ve sl10\ilcl 
rc:Jlccl c~\re::fu lly on our ttctl 1~\I CX J)Cr ie nce 11ntil we acltieve 
a clear a11d cviclent insigl1t ir1to value 11ller>c>rnena. ·rl1is, o f 
course, is a clcsitlerat11111 l'l1nl 'vi ii neve r b(.: c...'Ornplctely 
achieved , for ' 'mol'all)• nc> age C1)tircl y c onlp rcJ,cntls it· 
self," 'l'he real c lhical )ifc is " a life <lec11cr t l"l;_11' consciouf\­
ncss. '' But there is a capacity on tl1e part o f tl\C l•uman 
arlimal to a1)prcciate the val1..1al) le, anc.1 l>y ever rnc>re ca1·c­
fully atter1t ling to lhis, we c-an uttain f,<>tl1 ,a clcnr(;r view 
and a more purified form of the moral life. 

1·11ough values are 1natf;ria l csser1ces, they arc uot, as i1l 
Plate>, identic-.il \Vil}) being. l-l art1nar1n, no lnore tl,an 
Moore or Sartre, \Yill iclcrtlify w l1at is good or what has 
worth with what exists. That would destroy the autononoy 
of ethics aocl ob scr1rc t l'lc 11alu re o f val1..1c. But although 
val\1es are 1-ndopendent of cxistc1tce, tl1ey a1·0 re lated to 
e xistence by a "te r'ldCncy to reality .. wl1icl1 l lartman n ~tlls 
the ideal Ou!\ht-to -Be. \Ve ltave man)' d ifferent values, but 
it always remains the ca"c that valt1es 0'1gl1t to be. 1~hc 
criteria for wl-.at is good or for wl1at is valuable va1y rrc>Jn 
context tc> context, bu t tile <>ught-to·l)c 1·c111ai11s tl1e s;\ll)c: 
'"the iclcol Ought-to· Bc is the formal condit ion or value, 
the value is the material condition of the O uiiht-to-llc." ln 
contr.1st 'A•ith t ile ic1cr.J Oug11t-tc>-lle there is the 1nore prac­
tical, more directly morally re levant " Ought-to- Do." He re 
"o\1ght '• in1plies ' 'can ," o.n<.I )"lcre l'ractical 111<>ntl <:J11cstic>r1s 
arjsc al)<>ut rnak ing so1ncthi1lg tile case tl1at i~ not t11c case. 

llecerat develo1>1t1er1t.s i11 C-ert?1any. l•'i11;.1 ll y. ;_1 l) ricf note 
is irl <)1·cler alJ<>ut 1·nc>re rccc11t tlcvclc>r>n1ents in e tllics 
a1nc>ng: Gcrn1~11"1 1>l1ilOS<>phcr!'. 1 l r·idcgg<·r, \Vh<)SC inftt1c11t•c 
is coin [)lc tel)' c>vers11a<lt>wi1\g irl (;cr1nan)' , tc>c>k tl <lirr1 ' ' ie\\' 
nc)t 0111)' of t ile rc lcvar1cc o f logic tc) 5)hil01-0(>ll)' l)\1l also of 
1>l1iloso1)hic a l e tJ,ics. ·rt.is l\as irnyJC<.lcc.l systen1atic \vork in 
ct11ics in Ccrn1<'!1l)'', l)ut ~1c>r1etJ,cl<~ss it i' going on. 1'1'1crc 
l1;.c; bcc11 a reactic>11 again-;t tl1t• \VOrk of Schclt•r ;lr1d l la rt-
1l1an11. 0 . F' . Ro lln<>\Y has <\rgued for a Sit11atio11,<Jetl~ik a11cl 
l\ichnrcl Schattllindcr ha< contended that the Schclcr ­
t' la rtlnann t•p1>1'Uach i-; tc>c> spec,alative ant i thcol'etica1 :\fl<.I 

<.lc)es l lOt n.cleciuate)y hantllt• tl1e f)1or;.d aAent's <.1uestio1l : 
\vhat ought I t<> clo~ 13ut tl1c Scl1eler- l-l<lrt111a nr1 scl1(><>l is 
l1l1rdl)' de<.ttl. fOr l' Ja11' Reiner, i11 l)i~ Dus r>t';.11z. ip 0011 C t1t 
uncl 8 iise (l''relburg, 1949). gives \ IS u <letailctl a 11cl v igc.)­
rous rest.-tc1nc 1lt c>f st1cll ' ' 11ositi<>n. r\ gain '\t l leiclcgger. 
he <lcfc ncls t11e pl1ilosopl1i<.:;.ll inlJ)Orla11ce of a gcncr~1l tl1c ­
ory (>f value. l·~ul ii' an <~fl(>rl to l>ll1tlt tlc•iclcgger's criti­
c isn1 tl1nt Sl1ch in\1est igations ~1rc 111orall)' an<l hu1nttnly 
irre levant, llci11cr c01)ccr11s l1inlseJ f l)fi1o ari ly w illl rtloml 
\•alues. )11 l1is concer11 \villl rru,n1I value, he ext1r11ines in 
sc>rllC cle tai l t11c pro l) l('nl o f etl,ical re lat i,:isn"I, a1'1<.I i 11 tl1is 
cxami11alio11 he stresses tl1c i1i1pt>rta11ce t) f a11tl1r<>pc>lc>gi~tl 
lnve:st ig~ttior1s lo ot1r u11(lcrstantling c)f 1l'1o rol ity. 

NATURALI SM IN AMERICA 

\.\'l1ilc et-hict11 naturalis11l scc111e<l tc) i1avc rec<'ivccl its 
ttu iClllS ir1 EnglancJ frc>1r1 ~vlc>c >re ~trttl llc)SS a11tl cert~tir11) 
co\1 1(1 nc>l be cc>1)'i iclerecl a rnajc>r fc>rcc <>n t11< .. Conti11e 11t, i11 
A1nerica in v;tric>us fo r111s i i "'a'i, t1r1lil sll<>rtl>' ._,ftcr \·Vorlcl 
\.\' a r fl , the (lo 111i1io111l for1n c>f c tl1ical l h~ory. 

l'crry. R. ll . l'crry t lcvelo1>ecl a genera l tlle<>ry c>f V<\lu c 
with S{)CCific a]>p)ic'-ltio11:, t() t(\IC:Sti<>11 ~ or 1101·111ativc t•ll\ ics. 
Ja,v. p<>litic!\, t'CO•lc)llllcs, ~\ncl t!c.l11cntion in lli:o; Ce11era.l 
Theory uf Value (Cambrid!(c, M"'"· L\J26) and Ilea/ms of 
Val"e (Cambridge, Ma<S., HJ54). "Yalu<'" is used by Perry 
i11 n , ,e ry IJ1'oacl sen'ie as a gene ric t<'!rn1 t<> ,grc>Ll(> t<>getl1er 
s11cl1 tc1·11'\s as "<le.-;irc.tl; lc;' .. good)" "wortl1\vl1ilc," ''rigl1l.'' 
"bcuutifu l," " holy," "ohliitatory," and lhc like . Perry 
clc!fi 11es "value'' as fol lows: .. ,, t l1i 11g-an }1 tl1i11g-l1:ts v~d uc . 
or is val u~tUl c, in ll'IC original and gC'1)Cl'iC ~cnsc ,vhc n it i s 
the object of an inte rest-an)' i 11tere~t." )11 :tn :1ttem1>t to 
lnakc hi'i contcntil)tl overt ly \1C:ritl nble, Perry in l\1rn 
t lcfi11c<l ''i11tc1·cst" <1uasi~bel1avi<>r istic:\ l ly ao; .. a train c>f 
C\'ents cletern1i11ecJ by CX fJCclatio11 of its c>11te<>111e." " l 11tcr­
cst" for l'erry ' vas an u111hrc lla tcr1l1 for sucll tcrnls as 
"like," ''clesirc," ''1) rcfctc ncc.'· anti "rtec<-1'' :.111cl tl'lcir op· 
r>ositcs. For so1nctl1ing to llave l)OS itive val,1c, it l11L1st be 
on object of :1 fav<>ral>le interes t; for some tl1ing t<> ltrt\'C 
negative val11e, it must Uc ~ln c>l>ject <>f a\1ers ic>n, cli~~lp­
pr<>'''-''• or cJi~likc: ir1 !\ho rt, i t 1"11ust be an c>l>ject <>f 11eg<)live 
il'>tercst. 

It shc>ul(l be t11'ltlcrstoocl tl1at tl\iS cJcfi11itio11 ~)f"v;_,f11c .. is 
not ltlkcn l>)' l'e rry to Ue eitl1e r ~l lexical or a p11rely s tiptt­
lativc cle f-i11itic>r1. It is, rull1cr. a refc>r1r1ing <lcfinitic>l1. Tl1at 
is tc> say, it is a dcli l>eratc prC)flosal conct:rr1i11p; ll1c use of n 
terrl'l in the !.1n~l1age, l1t1t tl1c~ 11ropo~n l is no t sinll)ly ~' 
stit)\1l:lt i<>r1, fo r it hits sc.>1r1c t1r1tcce<le11t l>u°'i s in t1lc 1lS<\ge i11 
q1•esti<>••· l t is J)rop<.>S<:tl ll\al this use l>e <-l <lo1>te:d a!'I t l1e 



sta1)clarcl use in or<.ler to c lear up what ure taken to be co11-
rusions al1ege<lly resl1lting frc>111 tinc lear ancl vacill~1ti11g 
usage. J3y sucl1 '1ll31)Ct1vcrs J>erry ho1Jctl tc> escape fr<>n'l 
i\tl oorc ' s argltrnc nts c<>ncer11i ng t l1e natttralislic fallacy. 

Sl1c]1 ;_\ t heory, i ni tially at least) is cxtre 1nel)' a tt racti,•e) 
for it llol<ls c>ut ~1 1Jr(>1nisc for <1 genuine · ·11orn1a tive 
science" and t11l1S for sor)lC objl·e tive) if rlot absolute, 
k 110,vletlgc of gootl anti evil. Jt l101ds c>ut tl1e prc>n1ise that 
\Ve wi ll eve11t,lal ly use tllC ClllCl'g ing SCic nCC!'.> of l'lla ll to 
gair• so1r1c c ross-cu ltur:.1 1 and interr>erso11all y confir1netl, 
ancl thus objective, kno,vlc<lgc of rigl11 n11tl \vro11>t. 

Tl1c erucit1l i:>roble rr1 for tl1c 11atnr1tlist i s to ~110\V 110\v all 
s tulerne r1ts c<>n l:.lining c tl1ical ter1ns cat'l l)e tr<to~ lated into 
staten1c11ts t hot clo 11ot <.:ontai11 sucl• ter111s an<l ;_tre <.lircct ly 
or indirectly cc>nfir1n<ll)le <>r cliscc1nfirn1al>lc l)y <!11111irica l 
c>bserv~1tio11 . \Vh11l 1n1 1st be aehic,1c<I to tlevelotl such a 
natt1ralis111 is to sh<>\V the tena l1il ity o f ~c1111e set of natural­
istic clcfinit ioi)~ of key 1))c>ral ter111.;. 

\Vork ir1~ frc>111 l1is initial clefi11i titn1 <>f ··,,alue," l)crr}' 
t leveloped l1is S)1Stcn1 lro n1 t he folJo,vinj.! <.lefi nit io11:,: 

(t) "X has value" e<1uals " X is the object o f any 
i11terest." 

(2) "Xis l1ad'' ccit1a ls ''X l1as negative value." 
(3) "X is goo<.I" C<.1ual~ ''X l1;.1s jJOSili\•C value." 
(4) ''X is intri11~ i call}' gc>f><I .. Cf111a l'i "X is t l1c ol>ject 

of a fa,•orolJIC ir1terc~t for its C)\VJl sake:· 
(.5) " X js extrinsicc1l ly goo(I .. cqt1:.d.., "X i~ l hc o l1jecl 

of <t favornblc i11 tc.:rest bccat1~e X, clirectl}' c>r ir1<lircel­
ly, is t l1c 1nost c flic ien l n1t:;_u1s to .so111etl1i11g \Yh ieh is 
i11tri11sical]y gc>oc) .'' 

(6) " X i ' mora 11 y good" equals "X is the o ujcc1 o f 
i11tcre:sts ha rn1c>nio 11s ly 01·ga1ti;i:.ccl IJ)' 1·cflcct i,1e agree­
me11t." 

(7) " X is the highest good" equnls "X is the object 
of a n o.ll-i11cl us ivc.: ~1 11<.I llar1non i<>t•~ ~ystc1n of inte r· 
t:Sts. •• 

(8) " X is 1r1or.1J ly rigl1t" c(1uals " X is co11d uci,,e to 
the moral good ." 

(9} "X is n1orally ol)l igot<H'),.. r q uals ··x is a sociul 
dcn1nntl t i1at1 c>f a11y <lltc rnative cle1na11cl> is ll)OSt 
clearly callccl fo r IJy tl1c itle~tl of har111oniou; l1a1)pi-
llCSS. " 

A tl1eor)' basc<l on tl1t·se (icfii1itio11s shc>t1lcl, l'err}' \VC>ul(] 
(lrg ue, prc>Vi(l<! 11s \Vith :1 systc n1a tic <tccc>unt <>f otir norn1a· 
tivc e<>r1cepl~ a 11 cl exl1ihit tl1e ra ticn)ale c>f 011r 1nora l jutlg­
rn e 11ts. f-Jo,vcvcr, it \voultl l>c <-1ue riccl f)y n1n11y, i11clucli11g 
1n~tny ,vJ1 c> <lre 11c>t intt1iti<>11is t ~. j ust 110\'' it caJ1 be lh;tt al] 
niortll sta te n•er1ts are really ~1 s11hs11ecies <>f e1n pirica l s l<1tc .. 
me1'lt a11cl llO\V 1hcy a ll cotilcl, cvc11 i11 l)l'inc il>le, be e 1n 1) ir­
ic;_d ly co11firrr1ed or discc>nfirn1cd. ·1·c1take 1r1ora l s t;-1tcme11t.s 
as c1111) itical ~ tntcr11e11ts <tsserting tl1at so-a nc1wso is tl1e ca..~e 
seems to 1l1iss tl1c"!ir t list inctive, (lyna111ic, ant i g:uiding 
fu11ctic>11 in t l1e strea1n <)f life. 

Dewey. Fo r Joh n D ewey, moral phi losophy had o 
d e fi n itc 1lorn1a t i vc etf1ical fui1ctio11 . J)c,vcy wa11te<.i tr• 
criticize 11or1n;ttive s tanclnrcls n11d l1opecl tc> indicate 1nore 
rca~o11~lbl e rnoral goa ls. ''l)hilos(>J>hy 's cc11lrnl t)rob lc 111," 
he wro te, "ls the rcl;-1t io11 tllat ex is ts bct,yccn tl1e l>eliefs 
rlbc1l1t tl1e natL1re <>f tl1i11gs clue to na t1111.'I scie11cc :.l11cl l>c­
lie fs i1l>out values-t1si ng tl1at \vorcl l«> <les ig11ate wllatcvcr 
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is t.'ke11 t<> l1ave rig htful au thority in t l1c clircctio11 of con­
<~uct . •· 

l lis basic prc>posa} v.•:-ts t l1r1t \VC sl)c)ul<;l 11sc w hal he 
calle<l CX[)Cri1nc11tal i11tell ige11ce in 1nontls. 'J'his 1r1eans 
t l1nt in 1nc>rt11 i11quiry v.•c sho1.1lcl use t l1c s:-tn1c ntc 1hodolog­
ic<1I l)ri1lciplcs \VC use in scier1tific i11<.(ttir)'· \Ve shc>ulcl 
clcve l<>P a scientific critiqt10 of 011r institutio ns a11cl of th e 
1Jatter11s of co11cl1.1ct clcsig11~ltetl "rnora l." In ortlc r to t lo tlti~ 
\VC 1nust sho\v tlle untcnal)ility o f \Vhat D e \vey toc>k to be 
an unjusti fied llt1t n11cie11t 1lh iloso1lt\ic~1 1 p1·cconccptio1l t l1nt 
i 11jec1~ :l <livorce or <licl1c>tc>rny bet,veen scierttific krLO\v)­
cdge, c>n t ile clne l1an<l. ancl n1<>ral, phil<>sopl1ical, c>r reli· 
gioul\ kno\vleclge, on the otl1er. ' I'l1ere is but 0 11e kind c>f 
knowledi(c, w ilh one reliable method of fixing belief, the 
CXf)Cri111e11tal met11ocl , t hougl1 tl•is k11o'A1leclge an<l 1netl1od 
of fix i11g belief n111s1 l1c tlJ)pliccl to clifrc rc nt subject matte rs. 

To 1)10-,1 I)C<>p le, t l1e lISe of the ex1)eri1nc1•tnl 11)ctl1o(I in 
Cll1ics herttJ<.ls a cirOl) o f :-\1ly llOr1nativc e thical stanclart ls. 111 
trying to establish t11at tl1is is (l 111isco11cc1>t ioJ1, D e"vey 
trie<l t<> e.stablisl1 ~l '>Cvcrc contextualism. A central rnistakc 
of lt~Lcl itior1al 1nor;tl i>hif(>S<>1)h ics, bot11 na lurnlist n11cl no11· 
natt1ralist, \VUS that o r fooki11g fo r o ne ()ecJr<>Ck .~u1n111u1n 
b orit111r or <>11e 1rltimate 1r1oral criterion rat11er t11u11 realizing 
t11at t iler<• i.; ~tr1 irreducible tJlul'ality of 1no1·al s ta11dards ancl 
lllnt 111oral p rc)l)lcn1s ~t •'<' f11lly intellig ible and r~1ti01lal ly 

resolval)IC only in a tlefinite co11tcxt. ~1loral_ sla r)()ards are a 
tlarl <>f a cu ltural contt!Xt in 'vhicl1 means i1ncl ends are 
qt1alitolt ively eo11ti11uous and f11nc tiot1al l}' interac tive. 

'rl1is refere11cc lo a continuu m c>f n1ea11s c1nd e r1ds leads 
to aootl1cr nlilin e leme11t in D C\VC)•'s 1nornJ p]1ilosophy . I le 
~lrgues against the ~ J)ecialist•s c<>nceptio n of etl1ics . 'fo ))olcl 
t11i~ co11ecpti<n1, \vl1icl1 i'> tri1clitio1lal \v[tll p l1ilosopl1ers i1s 
<.fiffe rcn t as P into ;_01<1 llussell , is tel .~tress tl1e distinctiOJ) 
bc 1,vccu i1itrinsic gc1od ;.lnd instrt111lcr1t•I goocl a11c-I tc> c<>n­
tcntl tl1al intrin~i c go<)CI is tl1e sole <>l>jcct c1f pllilost>JJl1ic;.1l 
i11teres1. This, ;1ccor<lir1g to l)e\vcy, is a 111is takc n dicl1c>t-
01r1}' rooted i11 tl1e anc ient Greek t lichc>t<nr1y Oetwccn the· 
""Y and pr;ictice. It is oot o nly inte llectually bankrupt but 
it can, De,vcy nrgtics) have vicious social co11seque 11ces. 
It even 111akcs fc>r irration;.1 l i~111 i1l e tltics , for g iven tl•iS 
concc1llio1•, \ve are easily lecl to the ass11mption that w hi le 
science ca11 clcal \Vitl1 1nunth111c instru1nen t-._,1 goods, t~1e 
l1ighcst goolls-tl1e basic cndi;, 11a1nely1 i11tr-insic goods­
rnt1st l1c g ras1)cd by in tuition) l>c vc>uchsafet l by re \1e la­
tior1, c>r be n1erely a nlaltcr o f t11c \\1lli111s o f n1ort~tl \Vil l. 
D e v.icy nrgu~<-1 tl1a t i11 concretf! rnc>r.il co11texts, answers 
concerni11g 111cans ;tctuitl ly lrnnsfor1n e 11<ls. Jn re(tso11-
ing mc>ra])y it is not a n1at ter of disc<>vcring tJ10 n1ost 
e fficiC1)l 111eans t<> a ttail'> n lixc<1 e 11cl. If irt consitlcring the 
rnet1ns it l>ecomcs ap-parent tha t our c 11cls a i·e 1ttor>iu11. 've 
w{ll , if 'vc are Ue]1;1vi11g ratio11a1l}', <>ften give tl1em UJ> c>r 
1r1c>dify t11cn .. i11 viC\v o f t11is <liscc>vcry. I-l e rc jntc lligcncc 
has a 1najc)r role to plrt)' in 1nc>rality. Ends can not n1tjo nally 
))c di,1o rced frc)1n means. lr1 f~1ct, t ht!y are a,l\vays Fu nc tic>n­
al]y irtteract ive. I"urtlte r1norc. \Vhat is ctn end i11 o ne prob· 
le1natic situat ion ts a n1ea11s in ttnotllcr, :lr><.l so on. T l1ere 
are never any actl1al 11or1native gc>als o-r end~ that n1·e s i1n ­
p ly i11trinsic gootls. Iclt:!a l ~ are a l'Ar:;tys tr.insforn1able i11 tl1e 
l igl1t o f 'vl1at \VC <liscover (ll>c>ut c111r \vorld, ancl t11ey are 
Hl\VU}'S i1111Je <l<.lec( ir1 a net\VOl'k of Otl1er icJeaJs. 
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Sue}, consiclerations, it 'viii sure ly be objectecl, llardly 
sl\O'-V t l1at tl1ere are no i11t l'insic good..;-l>ut it coolcl l>c 
conten<lcd t11a1 tl1cy e ffcc ti,•cly nrg\1c ~tg~li 11sl 1\ ristotclian 
final ends, or ag~tin~t t lle belief tl•at ir1 tnoral apy>ntisal \VC 

ci\1) justifiabl}'· oonsidcr intrinsic goods inclepe11c.lcnt ly c)f 
their <.:Or1scc111cncci;-ancl t11is, after all, i"' tile n1ajc>r point 
Dewey wanted to establ ish. 

l lerc v.•e hardly have tl'lc 1r1etactl\ical conccrrts that are 
so cfistirlcti,•e c>f the \vork c>f ~·lc>c>re anti Pcl'ry. 11\il 
Dewey-though he d idn't call it that-also had a metaeth­
ical tl1eory. 

D ewey a rgued t}lHt lnoral j udp;1ncnts nr(; j u<lgme11ts of 
l)ractice. 'l' hat is to say. the)' are macle in p1·ol>lc1natic sit11· 
atio ns of choice in \Vl,ich a rr1oral a.gcr1l is lT)•irlg to clcc.:icle 
,vJ-1at to do. TJ,is gives tl1errl the ir distinctive 1lorn1ativc o r 
tie j 1ire fc>rce. Bu t a l the sa.1nc ti1n c they rernai1l de fac t<> 
cmpiric{ll st::i.tcme1,ts. l t is th is puzzling a1)1;.1lg;.un t l, at \ VO 

must understand if \VC ;trc to get cle<lr \vhat Dcv. .. cy \Vas 
c l(titl'li1,g. 

Oe\vey asserte<.I t1, at \1aluc jl1<1grncnts are not Oler<:: f) riz­
ings and disp riziI1gs. T iley ~tre predictions :-lbol1t the ca-
1>acity or i1lca1>acity of actio11s. ol)jects, or events to satisfy 
c.lesircs. need.'i, and i1lte rests. r\ s socll t l,cy are cc>1lfil'mable 
ancl d isconfirrr1ablc. Tl,cy predict t l1at certain cn<ls in view 
w ill satisfy certail1 vital impu lses 11nde:r certain con<litions. 
Not everytlling tlla t is <lesil'e<1 is <lcs irable, l)11t those tl1ings 
v.1))ic)1 are desired ••after examinatiOtl of tlle re Ja tiOtlS UJ)Oll 

w hich the ohjcct depend•" arc desirable. ln short, to say of 
so1netl1ing tl1at it is \•alual>lf.:, clcsir.tble, or gootl is tc> say 
t11at it is ~Of~lethiug v.•l1ich 'vou lcl l)c tlcsire<-1 or c.\l)J)rt>vecl 
t\ftcr reAectio-n 11pon its re levant caltSC~ a11tl conseq11c1,ce~. 

CritiCi$1lt. of Dewey. l)ewcy's t llc<>ry J, as l')cc;r, subject to 

sorl'IC trc11cllant c rit icisms 11;· N-Jorton \.Vhitc a1uJ Cl1arlc~ 
Stevenson and has been stanchly c1cfcndctl by Sidney 
Hook, Gail Ke n nedy, •mtl Cern·udc 8zo,..ky. The basic 
co11~idcrations here a re as fc>11ows: evctl if X is clesirctl 
after an exa1ni11ntiOn of t11e C.-'lUSes anti COl1SCquerlces of 
desiring X, it still docs not follow that X is desirahlc or that 
X ougl1t to be dcsirccl. l·I O\VC\•er, to cari'y o ut l)e\vcy':, 
progra1n of i<lentifying l'l)(lrnl Sta tc1nents ;.\S a S\llJSf>ec1es 
o f empirical 'itate1ne11l, so1ne s11cl1 i<lc11t ity c>f n1ca1ii11g: 
must be established. 

Bu t t l'e a(l1rr issio1l tJ1at Oc\vey i'> \vro11g: in cla i1n in$.( t l1at 
moral stateme1,ts are Ctll (>irical statemcrlts o r il)'T><>tllescs i~ 
not clestructive tc> J1is ovcr-a]J l)rograrn a11ol1l the (>lttCC of 
re;_tson in ethics. l f \Ve 11sk llow \VC justify 011t c lllicaJ 
CvOJ\1at io11~, it seerns t J1at fll\1Ch of l)C\vCy's metJ1ocl o f 
c riticisrn, i11clut lirlg m11cJ, or his use of ~cience, CO\tltl ~till 
!)C reasc>nal) I)' i11stitutetl. l)C!\V<!y's great r~1i h1re in talki1lJX 
about morality was in not realizing 'ho\v ver)' {(ifferent "'va l-

" cl "' t " I . · · I ltes an 1ac s are; l1S g reat success v.ras 1n seeing t ie ex-
ter•.s ivc re leva1ice o f scic 1, ti fic knc>,vle<-lge anc.I scic1iti fic 
rne t)lO(I to the 111aki11g or ir1tclligcr1l 1nc)r~tl a1>1)ntisals. 

CONTEMPORARY NONCOGNITIVISM 

llotll na tu1·nli<io1 and non1)atu ralis1n i\re cognitive t l,co· 
ries. 1·11at is tc> say, tl1ey regar<l 1noral utlcru11ccs in the 
<leclarati\:e fc>rrn as state1r1ent-111itking u ttc'!r.t.nces tha t ""'sert 
the existence o f certai1l 111oral facts ar1c.l arc lhus eitl1cr t r\1<.: 
c>r fnlse. llu t first in s,vc(lc111 a11tl later in Er1glar1cl a1\cl 

A1nerica, a 0:1\1itc cl i£fere-nt kin<l o f n1cta('!tl,ic.::1 l theory c.lc­
vclo1>C(l tl1i1t l1a"' bcc11 c.-llc(I '' 11tn1col{11iti\•e th eor~'. ,.\.c­
corcling tu tlli' tl1c<>ry, rnoral sta ten1en ts <le> l1C)t ;,\,SCfl 11)01·n l 
facts; they ;tr<.; 1u:il1,c·r con firn·1a1> 1 t~ ll<>T cli~c·<>11fir111al > l e, ;.tr1<l 
there is 11otl1ini:t t(> l>c k11C>\VJ\ l)y "moral i11tt1itic)11." It i:-; 
cvC1i C'l1arttctc ri">tic <>f tl1i-. vie\v to :1rg11<.· t ht\t it is eitl1c r 
mistaker1 or at least n1isleatling tc> c l1ar;.1ctcri;:r lll()r;J I 11t­

lc ru1)CCS a~ tr t1c o r f:llsc. 
Enlc>ti,·e tl1cor)'. 'l'he nt>ncc>gnitivc vic\v, \\ll)it·l1 l1i:\s 

sul>scqoc nt ly beerl callctl tl)c c111oti\•t• l11cor)'• recei\'C<I it~ 
fi rst fc>rrn\1l;1t io n in L9 l L, \vl1e11 t11e S\vccli,l1 l1hi l(>sof)l1<.·r 
Axe l T-t~igerstr{)111 drc-v.r t l1c· 0 11tli 1u .. -·:-; o f sucl1 a tl1cc>ry in his 
i11a11gural 1cclol'<-', ··0 11 ·r11c~ 'l'rt1tl1 ,,f ~'l<>ral l'rt111o~itio11s." ln 
l~) 17 I liigerstr()1r1 ti eve 1c>r)ctl )1is i c.lea~ \\•itll l1art icu lnr :ll + 

tention to tl'c concept o f t lt1ty in l1is 1·ill F'rcig<111 0111 <l e11 
Ca/lande l!attens Begrem1 (Upps<lla, 1917). Si milar statc­
n1cl1ts of l l)t• e 1n(>tivc tlte<>ry lla\re been tlc\1C"l<Ji>c<-I ill Sca11-
tli11nvia 1>)' Jr1g111nr I lccl<·1 1it1s a1l<I Alf llo-.-;. l11<lc1>e11cll"ntly 
o f its Sc.:a 1)clin~1vian rc.>rlll\llalitln, tl1t• Cll\C)tlve t1)l"<>r}' \.\'a' 

fi rst sta tec.I ir1 tl1c l•:11i,.tl isll~s1>eaki 1l~ \Vorlcl by l . .i\ . llicll;.\rc.ls 
ancl l>)' J3crtra11cl ll11s.,.cll, bt1l it \v;1-. tlcvclopctl i11 t lll' 1\11g lc>· 
Sax<>n \VOrlcl lJ}' 1\. J. :\ )•e r ;tncl J,} Cl1~lrlo:._•-; -Slc:\1e 1t'\Cln. 
T hc l'C havt• .-11so l)ecn inte resting if sc>n1c ,vl1nt a t)' JJi<-·al 
stateme11ts c>f it l)y l1icl1;_1rcl l{olJi1i-.tJ11, l{u<-lc.>lf ( ;ar11n1). •l ll<.l 
l lans R<~ ict1cnl>ac·h. 

,.rl1c c 11uJt ivists \Vere co1•vi1lcctl tl1at n\tlral st.tt<"l1)c•11 1-. ;u·'-· 
n<>t a :-;,1l>sr>ecics c)f' fac tual st.;.1tC"n1e 11t , <1 11<1 lit<.:)' \ve re fur­
ther convi 11cc<l tha t it \Va-; inipc.>~s i blc to cl('f i \•(• a 111(1ral 
sl:.t1Cl1)ent frorn il set c>f l>Urcl)• rac tuaJ s t1\l<'lll('11ts . 1\ s J l~il!· 
e rstr()1l1 1>•11 it, '"J~l1crc i1; nc1 co11111tc.n1 p;ent1 s fc>r 111<' l1ur<•I) 
fac tual anc.I tl1t• "011gl1t .' Jly t1si1l~ th<" 1>rt·di<.·.:.lll' 'c>l1g)1t t<1 
h:·1L1l)e1i' \V(' re fer ;111 olt liOrl le) an Hltc>g-cl l1t•r c.lifl"e r<•11I c11tc•· 
~<>ry rrcun tJ1c fa(;l\t<l) . ']')lat ~ll'l actic>l'l 'ol1gl1t It\ 11<.' tlc>11t•' i:. 
rcgarcJec.l ;,is sc>metl1i11g \vl1icl\ ))11lcl~ tr11c alt<>~etl1cr \Vit lt<1llt 
referc 11ce t<> \Vh<·l hc~r it ;1clual1)' is (lone <11' 11c11 . ·· T l1c ' ' 'llc.>lc 
n<1tion tl1a1 tl1<!re is a dct(.•t111 i11:1tt· char:tc te r of an .l<'li(11l 
tl1al \VC.llilcl n1akc ~· nl<>1·al sta tcnlt•11I tru<' <n' fa lse i ~. I lager~ 
stro1n a rg l1 l'S} a11 ill 11sic,1i. ' f l1t•re is 11c>tl1i11~ tll(' 1't• for ;,\n 
" utl ll1C>vc<1 <ipecta l<>l' of lllc •lClt1 t1l" tc) o l)-;erve tl1at \\IC111l<I 
eitl1er confir111 01· cliscc>n fi r111 11is 111<1r.1I sta l(•1)tt·11ts. ~loral 
sta lc 1nents t:har;tcteri,tie;,111)• t.1kc ~t tlccl.1r;.ltivc' 1(11·11), l)\1l 
they act1111lly ftt t>Ct i<>tl 11<>t tc1 assc•rt t l1 ~1 l .,u-a1itl-s<> is tr11c 
l>ut to eX1)rCS'i <10 a llit11tl<.: lt)\\1~1rcl an acti01) or il .::t;ttt.• of 
affai1·:,,. 

'fl'c <'!1nol i\1t."" theory <.lcvcl <.>p<~<I as a oio 11te<l1't1 l>et'''cc11 
it)lu itic>11isn1. 0 11 tl\C.: <>nt· ha11(l. a11tl ctl1ic:1I n:1tur.1l i:,n1. o n 
the <>tl)Cf. J3ot)) ol' t)\C'S(' C-!tl1i('al l ht•t>rit•s tlis1> l ;1~1ec. I cr11ci:1l 
difllcul lies. ' 1Nc)nnatl1ral c111alltit.:"" :\11 tl " 11c>11nat11r;.ll re la­
t io us·· \Vere ol1sc;ure, fa11tastic c<>11('('l1t io1,.,, lo ~a)' t llc lcas.l. 
and tile notic>n of inti1iti<>n rt·111;linc<l a t l>Pst ,-101, cx1>l;tn:1-
tc>ry. f' u rtl1e r111t)r(.:, it '''as 11l,li11 tl1al lltc>ral j11clg111el1t~ ;.1re 
c l<>sc ly linkctl le) o n<"'s c~n\Cltic) llS, altitl• tlcs, a11tl cc>11a ti<.>Jl,, 
ll\1t, •lS ~'l c)cu·c i11 cJfect "l•<>\VC·<l, 111·itl1c 1' ··A cu1) <>f tC':.t l>c­
fo rc! be<.I is go<><-1" 11o r .st1ch ge11e r11l 11tte1·ancrs ns .. Plt•;_t..;l•rt.• 
is goo<I' . anc.l "Sclf-r<'a1 izatior' i.s )tc)ocl" a re e111piric.\l cir 
a1•;,1l ytic. 

1'11e j ·u,lctil>11 <>f etJ1iC<ll s tate1i1e11ts. ~rl1<.· <.-'11lc>ti,•ist:­
mair1tain<·d tl1at \vltil c the g r;.Ull lll1\t1c·c11 f11nc·tic>1l <>f :\ "l'11 -
te11cc like ";\ swi1n l>cf(\Tf' l>ccl is g<><lcl" is i n<li<"al i\' t', it..: 
ac lt1al lc>g ica l ft111(·tio n i1; n111t•I' c lc>scr le> ll1at c>r an c>ptali\ c.• 

or iin j')era livc 11lt<'ranc;<', st1c), as "\\l•>ttltl t l1:.1l \Vt' l't>\1lc.I ).!;{) 



s'v i1t11r1i11g l)cfore 1Jet1" c>r "S\vi111 Uerore bee.I." Uecause of 
tl1is, eirt<>tivist~ )l~•vc· c:l;li111cc.J tllat it i'i n\i.;lea<ii1)g to say 
tllat et hical sentc11ce:--; ca11 be usetl to rnake st;1terncr1ts: 
tl1cy <l<> JlCJt fu11ct ic>1l (0 ::\liS<!rt r,lCt<;. 

Sin1 il111·ly, it is <l n1i'itake tc> t rC;.lt :111 \V<>r<ls as si11)p]y 
fur1ctic>1>ing tc> <Je~r1· i l;c Ot <lcsic:natr S<>l'llC cl1aractcristic or 
t11ing. Sor11c vlorcls so ft111ction; l>ut t11ere ar e other wc>r<ls, 
like ''r1ast}•," ''5ai11tly," "grac..-cf1.1I.'' noel ",vise:· t l1nt f1.1nc· 
lic>n p1•i111ari ly or i ll J'l<\ l't to express ttte a ttittaclcs or the 
utterer or lo evoke reacti<..>llS O il t l'lc J)<lrt of lhc l1earer. The 
e111otivists clni n1 that ''g<>(><l," "<>1.1gl1t ," "rigl1t," ;1nd the like 
~tre <tlsc> e1notive \vorc.I~. Tl1is ~ivcs the 111 tl1eir nor1nativc 
fur1ct ioo. 

Etl1i.cal argr1mer1t. l liiger~lrc)rll :111cl Ayer corltent l that lhc 
fact· ll)at lllcrc arc t10 111oral fncts carries witll it tl1c cor<>I· 
l<1r}' tl1at t11ere c11n l>e 11<> gen1.1inC! nu>n1I kr1(>\vledge. Tl1C:rc 
ar<: 1)<) rr1o r.1I f.1t'l' to llt' lcarnccl; tltcrc is no n1ornl infort11a· 
li<>n tc) IJe ~ai necl <>r fcn·Ac>tte11. It 1nakes clear se11se to ~ay 
" I \1secl lo kno\v the clifrl'rc11C'C l>clwcc1) a p icke re l a11cl ~' 
11ikt:, l1ut 1>y 110\V I've ror,gotte11 it," but \V)1at is 111eant by ··1 
u::;cd to k11c>'v the tlifl"erc11cc bct\vcc11 right ari<I wro11g, l>ut 
I>)' 110\V 1·vc forgott<·11 it'"? Tltc \vord "forg:<>tten" cc)u lcl 
)>arcll y <lo its t1sua l joh l1erc. 'rl1e utterance is sc> c.lcviant 
tl1at \vitliout expla11atic>r1 i.llltl a ''Cr)'· l>t)cCi:.tl co11tcxt, \Ye clc> 
11c>t tlnclcr\ ta11c) it. (~c)1'1siclcrat i c>ns of this sort bring us to 
t l1c rc:ul izatic>11 tl1:Ll 1uorJI ultcr:.1necs arc ru11 usccl to state 
ftl<.'t"i c>r <tssert tr1 1t hs; tlle ir essen tial ro le is a nc>ncc>gn ili\•(' 
Oii('. 1"'11t'}' tyr>ic;tl ly CXJJTCS~ Clltoli()I)\, atl il l1<les, ancl CC)ll ~\­
tic>n~ anti C\'C>kf' acti(>O'>, a ttitt1cles, a11cl e111otio 11n) reactions. 

f~l'CiLUSt: <>f tt1is fact al)<>u t the logic;d status of 111oral 
11ttcr<l11ccli, it a lw<lYS rc n1n ins al lci1st logically pclssi1l1e t llat 
t\VC) c>r 11·u>rc 11Cople 111ig]1t <lgrec ~1l>c>t1t all t ile re leva1,l fttc l'i 
an<l clisag-rcc i1) att il ~1<lc-thut is, clis<tgree al10\1t what \vas 
<lc~ir.t1> 1 e or \VC>rth dc>ing. 

\Ve clo, 110,vcvt·r. ~•S t\ ycr a11cl Stcvc11so11 stress, give 
reasc>11s fc>r mori1I juclgnle 11ts. If l sa}' "~l acL>o1>altl c.licl 1-hc 
rigl\l t l1ir1.l{ in ki lli11j4 ja11ct," it is JJcrfcct ly in or<:lcr t<> ask 
me to sl1c>\V ,vl1y th is is so. If [ say " I <l<n1' t have any !'Ca· 
sc>rls. ·r11cr<' arc n ., ;tny reasc)11s, l>llt all tile sarne I j1.1~t kn(>\V 
t l1at l\·lacl)c>11alcl did t ile ri~l1t thing." r ;"llll aht1~ing )all· 
~uagc-. I ;1111 st\yi1lft so1)l('tl1i1lg 111'li nt<'ll igll>le, f<>r we <..<ttn' t 

"jttst kn1J\v" lill· tha t. ·rh<~ 1>c·r~on \VI><> clai111s t11at n11 ac· 
t io11 is rigl1t 1t1.ust ;1],v~tys Ue 1>rCJJ:ircc.I to g i\'C reaso11s fc>r 
l1is 111t>ral clai 11'1. 

Ayc•r a11c..I S1cvc11so11 J{T<lllt ;\II that. ·1·t1is is intlecc.I llO\V 
\VC' (I<> 1>rc>ceed \vl1en \Ve :1re l>ei1ag rt·a~o11nl> lc al><>tlt a 
r11oral c.lis;1gree1r1er1t. But Ayer says: ·• ... Ille q11csti<n1 is: 
i11 \\tl1 al 'vay (lo lltc~c rt·•1:,01ls .. u1>1lo1·t tfte i11c>ral juc.I~· 
nl<!n ts? 'T' hcy clo 11c>t s11pp<>rt thc1n i11 a lc>gica1 sense. F~th i ­

t'(tl argurnent is no t fo r111tl l (le 111oustralil>11. i\ncl lhe)' cl<> not 
SUllPOl't lfl{'ll) i1'1 ~· scic;ntifit.• \CllSC c itl1cr. If tl-1ey <licl. tllC 
gtJ\Jdnes~ or l>acl11ess c>f t11e situ;.1tic>11, tl1c rigl)tr)ess or 
\Vl'll li jt;Jlt'.SS c>f the ~tcliClll) \VOUlcl lt:t\'C lt> bc S0111f'tl1i11g ar>art 
fr<>n1 t l1t· situa tio111 so1111.~ t l1 i 11g i11clc1ll'1lclt•11tl}' ver ifia1J1e, f(1r 
\vl1icl1 1l1c fact.'i ncltlt1cecl a'\' tl1c rc:1sc>11s fc>r tl1e 111or<1I juclg· 
rnent wer<! t11e evide11ce." 13ut t l1is is ju' l \Vllnt \VC C:\l'lnot 
<((). "l' llc rc is 11c> r>l'c>ccciurc ft1r l'XHllli1li11g tl1e vaf,,e of tl1e 
facts, <ts <li ~li11ct f1·0111 cx<11ni11ing tll<-" 1:1cts tl1c111sc lvcs. 

If we ca1111c1t <l(:1nc1nstra tively llrc>ve c>r i11cli 1etively e .. tab~ 
lisl1 ft111c.la111<:11tal 111cJral l'lairns, the11 \Vl1at t::J11 it lt1ea1l to 
~ay t l1al a fi1clt1af slalc111c 1lt J•~ is ,1 gc>c>tl 1't«tso11 fc)r a 111c>ral 
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juc..lgrncnt E? ·r11e emotivist·.s ans\ver is very si1l1ple: if F 
causes the perso1l(s) to 'vhorn E is ac1dressccl tc> aclo1lt £. to 
share t))c attitoclc cxpressetl by E, tllc11 F io; a gooll rcuso1• 
for E. It is Aye1·'s a11cl Stcvc1lliOrl0 S claio1 that 'vllatcver in 
fact clctcr1niJ1cs OtLr a ttitudes is ·i rJso factc> a good reason for 
a rnoral judg1nent. 

Criticisms of ~motive theory. It has been argued by 
many moral philmophcrs (l:V. I). F alk, Richard Brandt, 
En-ol Redford, Paul Edwards, and Kai Nielsen, among 
otl1ers) that so to cltarttclcri'l.C ,vhnt is incant by "a gc>0d 
reaso1l" i11 ctl1i~ is r>ersuasively to rec.fcfi1'IC "a goocl 1'C•)· 

son'' in et11ics. As Bc<lforc.l hns \Yell al'gt1ecl against tl1e 
en1otivc tllcOry, ··,ve do use 1c>gical criterin in 11)Q1';;1l clis­
ct~s~i<>n, hc>\\•ever inexplicil. una11alyzecl, and re la tive)}' 
v:1guc these critcrin of rele,•ance 1nay be:· ll c1narks like " It 
docs11't fol(o,v that }' 011 ougl1t to" or "·1·l1at's bcs it lc the 
poi11t" 01·c j11st as co1n1nc>n nncl just us fllt1cl1 to t11e l)C>int in 
n1oral argu1nent as e lscv.'1lctc. T here is n<> rcoso1> to tl1 in k 
tl1at these 1·cn1arks about rele,1ance <lifl'c1· in any esse11t ia1 
v.1ay fro1n the ir use i11 11onevalt1ative cor1texts. \~c <lon' t just 
seek ::igrcc111c11l \vl1en tl1ere is n 1noral <lis1>ute, but \Ve tr}' 
to ju.stif}' 011<~ clain1 over n11othcr a11d \Ve rig l)tly reject 
l)Crsuasion as irrele\1ant to this task of justificnt io11. 

Stevc11son hns replied t11at to a11s,ve1· 111 this 'vay is in 
cfrl;!ct to cc>rlfu.se nor11111tivc ctl1ical inqt1iries \Vitl1 11lctaetl1· 
ical <>nes . .. Goocl .. anc.I "relcv;.1r1t" nrc 1lonnative ter1ns oncl 
l1nvc their <listir1ctive en1otive force. ·ro SHY t11at suc l1 a11<l 
sucl1 a1·c goo<I rC:!aS011s is tc> mokc a 111oral state1nent. Jvlnk· 
i11g such a staten1ent i11volvcs leaving t ile l'Lo1·1nativc c thi· 
cal neutrality of rnetaethical inquiry. One a11sv.rer to this is 
t llat to say \Vllat is 1)1earit by "goo<l reasons" in etllics is to 
1riention ''gc>c>cl rcasoris'' i.\1)CI not tc> use t11e1n. 

Existentialism. Nc>ncognitivisn1 i~ not li1l1itecl to e1n<>·­
tivis111. ·1-he existc1ltinlists <lo not call themselves no11cog· 
nitivisls, r1()r c.lo tl1e}' 'vrite 111etaethical trcnt iscs. R11t rea· 
~011ably <1cfinitc; n1c tc\cll1ic;.d a~su1lliltio11s t\re in1y>licit in 
t11cir \vritings. 'flleir conte11ti<>n th•~t " 111e11 crcutc thcil' 
va]ue'i," tl1eil' Sll'C:Ss <>n c.leeisio11. e<>n1111 it1nent, ancl tlle 
i1l1y>ossibil ity of acl1icvi11g etllical k110\'1letlge, strc>ngl}1 

s1lggc:,ts i1 ll<>ncognitivist tnetaetllic. \Ve lilla ll li1)1it the 
cxa1ninat io11 ll(:tC to (\VO 1najor fig\11'es. All1ert c:n1n11s ~\nd 
j ean-l'aul .Sartre. 

Ca1nus. U11like .Sartre, ,\]bert Ca11luS v.•rot~ no tcchnic~tl 
philosophy, but in h is Myt.lt ofSisypl1tk< (Paris, 1912), The 
Rebel (Paris, HJ5l), and his plays and novels he clid articu­
late an et hical view that has been call eel the e thics of the 
absurd. ~f<> rcn(I <~an1us is to be irr1n1e<liatel>• t l1rc)\\'I) i11to 
norn1ati,re etl1ics vin \vh:tt has been cal lee.I t>llilosopllical 
nnth rt>pology. \·Ve tlre i1n111e<liatcly co11fro11lc(l \Vil'l1 a pic­
tt1re c)f 111an a1'lcl 111an's lot. Mnn is <livorced fr<>lll the V.'<>rl<I 
yet is paradclxically t11rust into it. ·1·he \VC>rlc.I as 've firlcl 
it-giver1 our l101)es. our ex1)cctalio11s, 01.1r icleals- is i11-
tr;lctablc. It js inco111n1c11stLratc with <>ur 111or:-1I ancl inte1· 
lect11nl clcn1a1l<ls. l .ife is fl'ag1ne11tecl. \Ve seek tc> cliscovcr 
sc>ttlt! ratic)n~tl u11ity anli dst tl1is <li\1crsity and c l1ac>:o;. \Ve 
<lisl'<>\1er insteac.l tl1at \Ve can 011]y i11,1)ose an ~trl>itrary u11ity 
u1>011 it. L'hu111111e ttbSltr<l-e, as clist inct frool L"l1011i1n.e qtlO· 
tidi-eri, secs clearly the rclntivity <tnc1 Ht1x of hu1nnn con1· 
111it-1"T1ent anc.l tJ1e ultin1atc 1>t1r1)o~elcs~ues.s c>f ]ife. )'ct n1an 
l 1~1s a b lincl but ovc1't)O'vt:ri1lg alt(1chn1c 11l to l ife ali so1rle· 
t lli11g rnorc 1)0\V('rftil tllt111 a11y o f t11e \V01·lcl's i lls <>r ai1y 
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))umarl intell cctualiz.ation . llut th e worlcl is t11timately 
11ninte ll igible a11d irra tional. ancl 1na1)'s lot i11 1l1c \vorJd is 
(1bst1rcl. 

Given this s itu a ti<>n, •\1 1 1nor(t) conl111it n'lc11ts arc •1rl>i­
trary. T here is ·no csc::a1>ing tl1is: reason w ill only shc>\V tis 

the nrbitrc.trir1css o f l1t111·1a n valu•ltio11s, a11d a Kierkeg(tar­
dian leap of faith in the face of the absurd is evasive. lt is 
evasi,,c bectluSC it is to consent tc> abst1rcli ty rathe r than to 
fnce u p to it, recogn iz ing it for w l1at i t is. lvlan·s clignity 
t.'Otncs ir1 l1is rcft1sir1g to cornprornise. 1-lis very hur11anity is 
<li sp)ayecl ir1 11is hold ing on to l1i s intelligence and in rcc­
og11i1.i ng, cont1·a Kicrkcgaarcl, tl1a t tl1ere i " no Cod an cJ. 
cor>tra J~lspers, that t l1ere is no n1eta pl1ysit·ul Ltnity tl'lat can 
overcoinc tl1e ahs\arcli ty o f l'lu1nar1 exis te1lcc. 

Yet part1tloxical ly, and s<>me \VOlJ lcl cltlim inconsistently. 
in his novel The Plague (Paris, HJ47), and in his essays, 
coll ccled and published in English under the title Resist­
ance, Rebellion and Deatli (New York, 196 1) Cam us writes 
\Vith l)assion ancJ conv iction in tle fensc of l1u1nan freeclo1"f) 
i1n<l jntelligerice. Cart>us's rationa le fo r thi s is tl"lat ,ve be· 
come erlgage because w e see that life }l as no u ltirr1a tc 
1nC<\1)ing and tha t, fina lly free frorr1 a se:-1rch for cc>sm ic 
Significance, \VC can t<\ke t he diverse exr)eri ence°' of life fc>r 
\vhot t}1ey are in all thcit richness and variety. Ye t beyor1cl 
t ha t n>"lcl perha ps because o f that, C.amus , as a t11.1 1nnr1ist, is 
esp0\1Sing tlie ca t1se- of r•1an . l)y tl1is is 111ear1t) as is vcr'y 
evident in Resist1mce, J{ebellion and Death, that Camus 
repeatedly defends h u man freedom, equality, and the allev­
iatiOrl <>f h uma11 rn isery and deprivatic)1"1. We 1n ust l>eco1nc 
involved, bu t 11"1 tllis involvcrnerat t':arn \1S urges a rel iar1ce 
011 11\1rnan inte ll igence i n faci1lg the p roblcn1s <>f 1r1en . 

\ Vhat rn ig ht be take rl to be a co11llict l)et\vceo tl)e more 
tl)cOrcticul s iclc of C a>n us's t l1oug ht ar1d l1is rrac>re <lircct ly 
no rrnative etl1ical si(Jc cornes 011t ir> 11is fourt l1 ''Let­
ter tc> a (;crn"lan Frier1d." Can"luS agrees ,v itl1 l1is ''Ccr· 
ma>1 frient l" tha l t lie world l1as no u ltirnate 1r1ea11i1lg, 
h u t lie tloes n ot an<I ' vi ii n<>t conclucle fro n1 th is, as his 
... (-;crn1un frie ncl" dicl, " that everythir1g \Vas c<1t1ivnlcnt ancJ 
Lhat go(><I ant i evil c<>ttlcl i)O dcfinecl accortli n~ t<> o ne 's 
\visl1cs." Ct\mt1s the il goes o n tc> re n1ark that l1c cn11 (inti nc> 
valid argt1fner1t to answer such t\ n ih il iSftl, l l is <>nly .. ar1· 
swcr" is ''a fierce love <>fjus ticc, \vllich a fter all, sec1netl tc> 
11>e as u11rcas<>nab le a" t l1c rnc>st Sl1<lclcn 1:>assi<>n." C ru11us 
fel t he cou ld only resolutely refuse to acccpl despair and 
" to figl1 t ._,g;1i11st eteroal i11j usticc, create ha1Jp i1)CSS in <>r<le r 
to protest agt\inst the 1.111ivcrse <>f 11t111n1)piness." (~a1)l U~ 
concludes with a cry of the heart that whi le " the world h11s 
l'\O u ltin1nte 111eanir1g . . . so11)eth ing in it has a n1euni 11g, 
na1nely 1nan beca11se Ile is t11e 01,ly c reat11rc to insist c>n 
h~1vi ng <>11e . •• 

Sartre. Jean· l'attl Sartre's views o n man·s conditior1 tire 
i n man}' iin t>ortnnt respects like those o f C::trn\ts, Uut to a 
far g re ater degree than C am t1s. Sa rtre in Bet11g a1\d Noth· 
ingness (Par is, 194 3) and Critique de la raisu11 c/ic<lectique 
(Paris, J!l()(l) sets his e thical theorizing in the murky at­
rnosphe re c>f metaphysics. 1'h e 1>rornised systematic \York 
o n e thics t l1a t \.vas tc' fc>llc>\V Be it1g <111{l Notllingr1ess l1as 11ot 
been f<>rt}1cc>rr1ing, but in one way or ano1he 1' a l l of Sartre's 
\VOrks tlre concernecl ,vjt h eth ics. lt ca11 l>e sa id that t l1ere 
are t\vO Sartres. c>r a t lcnst tha t t he Sar tre c>f Critir/t'e de la 
ra isor1 di<ilectiqi1e has lnc>ved fronl h is c urlie r existe11t inl· 

i ... 111 over tc> t\ kitld <>f Marx.isl 1nt~tc1·ia l i~ 1n. H erc we shall 
fo r t11c 1nost 1-,;1rt (excct)t- "'l1crc s r,ccifically nc)tccl) be con­
cerned \Y i\I) Lite earlier Sartre, wl1ose J)1-1ilosopl1ical et1-
<leavor centerec1 on llis 1 11~1ssi vc JJei ng c111d No tf1irlg11ess. 

Sartr e, l ike C a1r1u.s, fincls tnar1's 1<,l i1) tl1e 'vorld absurcl. 
~ i rlce tl1erc is 110 Goel. life ca11 have 110 u l timate meani11g 
ancl there c~tn b e n<> objective k110,vlec.lge of goocl ~1n<1 evil. 
\ Ve Ct\JtftOl "clcciclc ;.\ f>l'iori," <>l' fi nd 0 11t ll}' investig~1tio11 , 
\11l1at \Ve are tc> <le>. fvlan i n h is f<>rlor nricss a r1cl frceclo n1 
impc>ses vnlt.1es. T l1c choices m a11 111akes. tlie pr<>jects he 
forr"llS for hi1n self, ancl t}1e ~un1 of his nets const itl1te l1is 
v;1lues . T l)CtC is 110 goocl aJ1<i evil to ))e 1ntuitecl o r in t\l lY 

way cliSCC>Vere<l by the llUl"llUfl fln inlal. fvfan in a1)g11ish 
creates his values by his dc liherate choices, and, to add to 
h is ang\1isl1, in makin~ l1is clioices "lie ir1vo lvcs a ll man .. 
k i11cl." ·1·hat is lo say, Sartre s tresses tl1e Ka>1ti an claim t l'lat 
mor~1J j lt<lgnle nts, in <>r<ler tel be 1n ora l ju elgn1c nts. 1"llt1st be 
1.1niversal iz.able 1 !Jut, a.s Sal't rc aclcls i11 l1is lect11re " Existen­
tialisrn Is a 1-1 uman isrrt'' ( l ~)45), t l1o t1g h t11c i r " fort11 is 
universa l ... t l1e eo11tc 111 o f c ll)ics is varia b le .. :in<l there 
is nc> ra t io nal \V;ty o f jt1stifying tl1e accer, tance o f nlo,rnl 
11rinci1>les \vitl1 <>ne conte11t ra ther t llan '11'lOthc r. 

Sart re tJ'li t1ks t l1is i>ositior1 is s i1nply a n1a tter c>f dra 'A1 ing 
o t1t in n oonevas ive 1n~1n11er the i1nplici1ti<>ns o f (' consistel'1t 
a tl1eism. 011ly if tl1crc were •1 Goel coul<I val11es l1ave an 
ol>jeetivo justi fic~1tior1, b ut \vitl1c>ut Cc>d ''evcrythir1g is 
l)er111issiblc'' i11)cl "~1s •l 1·csu lt 111n11 is fo rlor11. l>ecal1se nei· 
t}ier ,v ithi11 him nc>r \vitl1c>ut d<>es h e find a11}•t l1ir1g to cl ing 
lo." 111 tl1is, Surt rc is St.1rcly 1l1istake r> . It clocs 1'\ot follo \Y 
tl'lal if tl1e re i:-; nc> Goel, r•othi r1~ n1atte rs, or tl1nt everything 
is permiss ib le . It i" not <.l co11tl'aclictic>11 to a."sert , '"1·11<>l1gh 
t l1cre is 1"10 c; c><l, tl1e tortu ri ng <>f c llildren is sti ll v ile;· n11cl 
t he no11existe ncc of Cod <loes no l 1>rccllt<lc tl1e i)ossil)i) ily 
o f tllerc l">cir1g an objective s tanclarcl <>11 v.1ll iclt to base St1cl1 
j \1clg n1en ts. 

Sartre asserts flatly, i11 go<>d ~l(>C>ret\11 s t:>irit, ''Ont<)logy 
itse lf cannc>t forrr11,1latr <"tl1ical µ reecpts . It is concerned 
solely \Vitl1 \Vlla t is, ~l1lel ' ve c~in11<>t P<>ss ih ly derive irn· 
pcratives fro111 o n tology's i11clicatlves." (All tJ1c sa1nc, l1is 
acc<>ur1l of n1ora llty ir1 Be i11g a 1~d /\'otJ,iug11ess a11cl l1is ac· 
cou11t <>f hunltU1 actior) rc.·levant to ll1(>ral ity are irn nle rsed 
l11 " tile lur1g unge <)f 1->eing.") In fnct) S,trtrc goes ori to poi11t 
o ut tl1at t>ntolc>g}' tlnd \vl1itt l1e c~1 l ls ex is tc 11tia l p sycl1<>· 
;1 11a lysis ca1• ir) a givcr1 sit ua t ion cc>rl stitu te "i11nc>ri1l t lescrip· 
ti <>n, for it l-,resents to u s t11c c tl1ica l n1can ing of various 
l1u11l n11 f)r<>jccts." T 11is 1nc tl1<>cl o f clescript ion-tl,011gh 
hard ly the descriptions the lllselves- is very like the phc· 
nome11c>logical n1eth<><l l>r:1c t icctl Uy Scl1c lcr n nc1 H~irt· 
111ar1n . Ye t to proccell in tl1is \.Vi\ y l)Ul'<ll}' constit1Jtes t\ 
v ic)latic>1l of the is/<>t1gl11· clis t iilc t i<>n , since ~artre's <lc­
scri p ti<>ns <>f 1r1or~1I cvitl uatic>1ls- <lcseri ptio11s <>f 1na11'.s 
ethicnl l ife-ncccl 11c)t_ t l1e 1r1sc lvcs l)e C''~tl u:ttive, t h c>ugli 
g iven tl)e la1lg11;-1ge S~1rtl'C tl\C~1 t}ley <>fter1 a rc. 

"rvfan ," l1e tells tis, "1,urs1Jcs l)oing l)l indly l>y lii<:linJ;! 
frorll l1i>nself tl1c rrcc 5)rOj ect w l"f ic l1 is tl1is p11rs t1it." Exis· 
tc11tial ps}•cl1on1111 lysis cart 1·c,1cal t(> lll<ln tl1c reitl go~tl ofliis 
pursl1lt . [-l o1·1·ific<l b}' the ' "clcatl1 c>r ( :c>tl," lll~u1 itt te11"1pts i11 
l1is a11g11isl1 tc> l>e (;c>tl. li e flees fro111 l1is frccclo111-l1c clocs 
rlOt \visl1 tc> b e a crealor <>f val1 1es-ll n t in w l1n1 Sartre iro11· 
ical ly ca ll s t he spir it of sc riousr1ess , )le seeks tc> cleny l1u · 
rna11 sul)jcct ivity ancl t\ttrll-, t1tcs to vnl\1C son1e i11t lc ,)e11t lent 



co!-> 11,ic s igr1ificance. ·1·0 tl1e extent t l1at we a rc ca11g l1t up in 
this spi rit <>f scrio11..,11cs'>, v.tc._• \viii t ry to fuse "beiug-for-it­
!lclr" \Yill1 t11c: l)r11te fact icity c>f '"being-i11-itself." (The odc.I 
ph rase "being-in-itself " is simply the label for the self~ 
cont:tinccl reality C)f a t h ing, "d1ile its mate, "being-for­
it~elf," is t l1e lal>el for tl1e real1n of conscious r,css t h;1t per­
l)Ct11ally ~trivcs to tl'an'>ccn(I itself.) But if \Ve })Ursuc lhis 
l i11c , \ve still co11t lc 11)11ctl to tlcs 1>ai r, for \ve "cliscover 
at t he san1c ti111e t hat all l1t1n1an activiti es ,1rc equivalent 
... a nti tl1al 0.1 11 nre o n ()l'inc ip lc- <loo1ned to fr1ih1re." 
Pl1e11c> 1nenol c>g i c.·~1] a 11alysis reveals to 1na1l: that tl1ougll: 
he pc1·1>clually tries tc> l><·co111c n tl1ing, ;J l>1·11te existen t, 
tl1c fac t tl1at l1c l1as c<,>11'lcio u s11c.ss 111;.1kcs t11is i n11>o~sible. 
Given t his al.,il ity to t hink and to feel, ITliln, wl1ethcr 1l:e 
likes il or not, i .. 'i'. l<>\vly lc<I t<) :tee tl1nt w ill,oo t Cocl l1e c H1l: 
l1ave n<) cssc1l:tial natt1re; tl1at is, t]1<>ugl1 he 1na)• fc.1r1n l1is 
o'vn 1>rojects, t l1(•1·c i~ an<I ca1l be no l)t1rposc to life. 

lt sl10\1lcl be note<l t)1;.tt Sartre's \rie\v c>f 1nan's lot is cve11 
gri11l111cr tllitr1 Ca1nl1s·s. f<Jr Sart re co11te r1tls tllt\I e\'en in 
ccut>mu ni ty witl1 oth er s tl1ere is 1l:<> s11rceilse fron1 sufferi11g 
:tncl ~il ic11atic>n, for l1uf1l;;\11 re lat ions ~lrc csscr-1tinlly re latio r1s 
c>f c<>11flic t \lr\cl estra11ge1nc11t. 

ln Critique de lti rai,'"''1 <.liul.ecti<1ue, SartTc tries to \VOl'k 
Ol1t u ''c'v ki1><l of Tv1:Jrxis111 anti a 1lCV.' 1naterialist t.-oncep­
tic>n o r 1l1a11. R11t he \\•isl1cs to i1l: tegrate hi s exi:ttc11tia1is t 
conccptic>11'i in t<> i1 f\11arxist J"naterialis1r1 in s ucl' a w<.\y tl1at 
t he 1~\ttc 1· C:;l11 C<l n1c l(> l1a\.'C a trnl y "hu111~u1 dirr1ension." 
fvlurx i~fn , he ~lrgueS1 1nust ])Urge it:tclf or ii\ dctc r1n iniSliC 
c<>nceptio11 .. of n1a11 a11d :tck110,vlcclge n ra ti<>nal conceptic>n 
c>f })urnan frceclom. S:1rtre, in a reversal frc>Jfl Beitig t111d 

Nothirigness, nc>w ttrgu es th<.\t the re is notJ,i1~g intrir1sic in 
11t1man 1l:Uturc 1 h~1t n1akcs co11flict1 \Yi\1\ and a reign o f terror 
incsc<.tJ)~tl>le, tl1(>ugl1, like ;1 go<>d ~:( (lJ'Xi!'>t, l1c does 11rgl1e 
tl1at conflict is H l)asic factor i11 h urnan l1ist<>ry. lt i~ scarcity. 
scarcity of g<>(>tl.s and 111a terials, tl1at triggers l1l1l'llilll 
conflict. Orl ly 11 1,clcr t11esc co1lclitio1\s of scarc ity is soc.·in l 
conH ict i11escapable a rid <.t ra tic>r1al socinl orclcr in1pc>ssil1Je. 
t\r1 e 1' n1akc t l1c ir own history ))y t he cl1oices the)' 1nake in 
t l1e face c1f 1>ro11lems c reatecl by l1istc>ry. Rt1t 111an remain~ 
tl1e ricler, not t l1e l1f>rse. l-l11111an c ho ices- hu111a1'1 p1·oject.s­
i1rc s ti ll free c l1oices f<Jr ,v)1icl1 n1e11 ret11a in respor1:,il)le. 

RECENT VIEWS ON MORAL DISCOURSE 

l_,i1l:gu i stic p h_ilosop hy. r\ s ha!i frequently l)een notecl, 
tl1ere are at lca~t su1)erficla l rcst:n1l>la11ces l>ehvcc11 t11e 
(;Xi:>tc11tial ists a nt i t l1 c c>tl1cr,vise very c.li ll"cre1lt, self­
C(> 11sci<)u ~ l y 1t)~laethical 1l1coric~ o f !'ouch li11.1411istic f) l1i loso­
phcrs as I\. M . 1 lare, I-'. II. Nowell-Smith, Be rnard Mayo, 
A la 11 ~l<)lltefiorc, il11tl J t)l1n 11 a rtl1111d-S'''•\OJl. 

T l1c rc is, i11clcecl, tl1is 1l)l1C1l ~irni lnrity })ct"•een these 
ling u istic phi1c>SOJ)l1crs and tl1e existe11t ialists. All o f tl1c 
fo r1nCI' 1nake t))C fol lowi11g C<>nte 11tj<>nS, <.l11 of \Vl1icJ1 \\'OU)d 
be we lcome to the la tter: 

(1) tvJc>c>re ,..,as cs~cr1ti~1l l }1 rigl1t abc)11t t he 11t1t11111lis­
lic fallacy. TJ1a1 is to S•l)' , 111oral s tn1e n1e11ts can 11c>t be 
<lccluccd fro nt 1r11y st:\tc1nen1 o r fac t, \\1)1etl1er b io logi­
cal, h isloric~\I, psycltc>logic al , socic>lc>g:ical, o r re li· 
gious. 

(2} No 11101"'~1 c l1o ic c or q uestio1l: of Vt\lt1e call ever be 
g unr;rntec<l l>y l<1g:ic;\l ru les. 
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(3) \ '\'e are free, as far as la1l:gl1agc or logic is cor1-
cc1·1l:c<l, to ap-pl)' cva luntivc or J)rescri1>tive ter1ns tc> 
a11ytl1ir1g we \visl1 to co1n1nencl or co11de1nn, criticize 
o r app rove, prescril)e <)J' forllid. 

(4) ).•fora l uttera11ces ;1re gene ra lizable decisions, 
resoluti<>ns, or sul>scriptions. 
Given tha t u nlart accepts cert~lin moral pri 11ci\)les) otJ,ct 

rr10n\I principles can, togetl1er with certain fnc tl1al state­
n1cnts, be tlcri,•ed f'rorn tl1e above pri11ciples. But like 1\ ycr 
and t l1e existe11tialists, these li11gu ist ic- t)l1ilost>r)l1ers l1<>ld 
tha t t l\crc 1n us t Ue sornc rnoral f)rinciples \vhicll: arc 1l(Jt 
clcrived fror11 itny o ther p rinciples- 1noml o r otl'lcr,vise­
and, being fl1nda111e i1tnl 1norol p rinciples, t hey are nc>t 
cvc11 verifial>lc ir1 f)rirtciple. ~l'i1ey ex1>ress n1or;1) co1111ili t-
1rtents anti c an l1ave no rational gro1tncl , for w l'IHI is tleerned 
\VOrtlly of acce1)f(l1lCe 1.1l li1nately depe11lls O il t l1e V(~ 1·y COr1l:­
r11it1nents (generalizable decisions, r<~sol 11tions. or sub­
~Cl'i ptio11s} a n agent is \villing to 1nake. 

Man}' people 11(\Ve tl1<>ught tha t s 11cl1 a vie\V or Jl)()l';.ll ity 
is citl1c1' <..li rcctly or irtclircc.:tly 11ihilistic-tl1~1t l,otl1 the 
lir1guistic philc>sc>phers a11d the e xister1tialists es1>ouse 
'vl1a1 is i1l effect ar' irrationttl is 1n t l'ltit 'vou ltl u11clercut tl1c 
very poss ibility o f l\ ratic.)na] normative etl1ic . 

1f we co1i.idcr a reply lingu istic philosophers typicnll)' 
inake to s11ch criticisms, \Ve \\1 ill l1ccon1e aware of:\ crucial 
diss i1n ilarity bct,vccn tl1c111 nr1d tl1e existentiali sts ~tnd n 
funda1ne11tal clefect in existentialist e thics. 

T .it1g u is lic pl\ i lo~OL)hc1·s llavc freq 11e11t)y c.·lai 1necl tllnt tile 
exis te11tialists have merely dramatized a logi<..'fll point. 1·11a t 
1noral C)rirlciples are ex1)ressic>11s c>f c<>n1mit·n1cr1t tlr clloice. 
t hat 111an can not s irnply discover "'llat is goocl 0 1' evil or 
knc>\V a pri<>ri that a cer~tin til ing 1nl1St be <..I0 1•e bt1t 1n us t 
"create his owr1 vtllues/' is not a \VC>rriso1ne fact abc>ut t11e 
ht1n1i-11\ l1redica111c1l:t ; it is :1 co11cc1>t110J trutl1 co-nccruing 
t he nature o f 111<>r..ll tliscourse. It is nc>t a f1-1c t· of the l1u111a11 
c<>nditio1l t l1;\t 1nan is born into a \vo rlcl a lie11 anti 
indiffere nt to humu1) 1>urpo!!e:>. \Vl1at is a fact is t11a t the 
l)llrascs "tl1e •111i\1erse ha-. 11 p u1'l)Osc" a nc:I "v~l lue itncl 
bei11g are <>ne" are u n i11tel ligible pl1l'ascs. 1 '<> say " 1nan 
creates l1is own values .. is in reality on ly to say i11 :t <Ira· 
111a tic \Vay th1-1t a juclgn1ent C)f ''~tll1c is n11 exprcs~ior1 <>f 
c l1,>ice. 'T'l1is .statement, it is a rg·uecl, is 11ot an a11guisl1ed cl'y 
of l}1e l1u1nan heart b ut is lnere ly an exprcssic>n of a lin­
g uistic <.."'011,1c 11tio11. 

1"<> Si-\)' "If xis a judg111e11t c>f value, tlu.~1'1 x is a11 expres­
s io11 of c lloicc" is tl<>l to suy ''Any clloicc at all is 
j t1sti ficcl ," ·• t\n)•tl1ing is perm issil) I c," or •• r\ ll l1un1a n ac.·­
ti<>ns are <>f equa l v<.\luc." 1'11ese latter state1ne11ts are t11en1 .. 
selves value j \.u:]g111e11ts ilr'ICI COlilt l nc>t rol lo\V fror'll the 
a l)ovc-1l1c ntio11ed s t;1tement, for it is not itself i1 ~tatcnlent 
o f \'Rluc })ul a 11onn<>r1t>ati,1e metaet11ical s tatcn1ent ~1bout 
tl1e 1neaning o f ev~tl11ativc cx1) rcss ic.>ns 1 ancl, as Sartre l1in1-
sc lf stresses, OllC can11ot clerive an "ought" fro 1r' a11 •· is.'· lr1 
ge r>en,(, [-Ta1·c n11cl Nc>,vell-S1nith , as we ll as Ayer anc.1 Stc­
ve1lsor11 s tress tl1e r1orrr1ati,re r1e11trality of 1t1etaetl1ical 
s tatc111c11ts . 

Hore. l':\. tvl . t-lare in t\vo ' 'el')' i11fl1.1e nt ial l>t>Oks, Tl1e 
La11guage of ~forols (Oxford, 11)52) and Freed-Om <md Rea­
son (Oxford, 1963), has developed a very closely reasoned 
111ctnclhical anal ys is of tl1e tyJ)C t hat l1as ))ccr1 tlisc11ssecl. In 
'l'l1e Lari-gu11ge of A1or<tls1 Hare vie,vs 111oral 1.lttera1'ICCS as ;_t 



11 o Ethics, History of 

species of prescriptive discourse. and he feels tl\at 've c<.1n 
most readily co1lle to undcrst;;1nd tllcir ~1ctual role in tl1c 
strea1n of life if '\Ve see })O\V very !)luC}l they are l ike an· 
other form of prcscriptjvc di scourse, namely, irrlperatives. 
lillperatives tell llS to do sometlling, not that sornething is 
the ct1sc. Moral uttentr1ces irl tl1cir 1nost fJnradign1f1.tic ern­
ployments also tell us to do something. Imperative and 
moral uttera11ces clo not. as: the emotiv ists thc>ug11t, have 
the lol,(ical function of trying to get you to do something. 
l\ather, they tell you to do something. Fu1'them1ore, there 
are logicnl relatio11s bel:\veerl prescripti\'e staternents. jl1Sl 
as tl1ere arc logical relatic>ns betv.reen factual statc1)1c nts. 

Nforal jlJ<lgments are viewed as n kit1<l of prescrip tive 
judgment but, unl ike si ng u lar irny>eratives. rno ral j udg­
ments (as well as a ll value j udgments) are universalizable. 
Hare means by this that such a j udgment "logically corn­
rrtits the speaker t<> rr1aking ~\sim i lar judg1nent abOl1t a ny­
thi ng which is eithe r exactly like the subject of the original 
jt1clg1)1e1it or like it i1\ tl1e relevant respects." 

l-la rc stresses t11at ,vt1ile alrnost any \VOrcl in certai11 
contexts c~1r1 furtcti<>n eva)ua tively. ··goo<l," "rig l1t," a11<l 
"ought .. almost always so function. T he evaluative func­
tioi1s o f tltese terrn s arc cl.istinct from their de~criptive 
functions and are an cssc11tial part <>f their rt1eaning. ln 
fact, the distinctive function of all value words is that they 
iJl o ne w~ty or ar1o the r co111mend <>r cor1clc mn. But while 
"goocl_" is a gcner.il \V(>rcl o f co1l11r1endation , tl1e critcri~\ fc>r 
goodness vary frorn context to C<)ntext an<I are d ependent 
on what it is that is said to be "good." 

l 'he meaning c>f ''good" oi· any o ther val l1C term is ne,,er 
tietl to its cri teria of application. T here is nothing in the 
logic of our language to limit the content of a moral j udg­
ment. t\S far as logic is concerned, a11y univerS<tlizal) le 
prescriplior1 tllat expresses a clcep concer11 o r l'<>mmitment 
is ipso f acto a moral prescr iption. ancl \VC car1 clecide w ith · 
o ut cc>nceptl1al error tc) do anytlling that it i ~ lc>gicalJy <>r 
physically possible to do. If we treat the resu lting decision 
as a clecisic>n of pri nciy)le. t hat is, <l universaliza•>le i>rt:­
)Criptio1l, t}len it is a value juclg ment that is i11 goc>d l<>gica) 
order. As Nowell-Smith has well put it in discussinr: 
llare's tllcory, ''f\1c>t11i1lg t hat \Ve discover about tl1e nature 
of moral j udginents entail s that it is wrong to put all Jews 
in gas~cha1nbers." 

Criticism of Hore. Probably the most persistent di .. atis­
faction with II arc's theory has resulted from the be! ief that 
it makes rnoral reasoning appear to be rrtt>re arbitn1ry tl1an 
it actually is. To say "Nothing that we discover about the 
nature of mc)ral j udgments entails that it is wrong to put al l 
Jews ir1 gas-cham))ers'' is, it v..1ill be arg11cd, a re<lucti<> of 
s uch a position. Hare wou ld re ply that to argue in such a 
way is to fai l to recognize that he is talki ng about e ntail­
me 11t, a1)cl that Ile is simply 1l1aki1lg t he 1>oi r1t l ll:lt from 
no n normati vc state 111ents one ca11 not C'lecl\1cc 11or111ative 
or1es. 

Hare argues that his thesis about the logical status c>f 
1nora l utteran ces cloes n(>t com 1nit hirn to the t>osition t l1at 
t he re can be 110 ra tional rcs0Juti or1 of l>as ic co1lflicts fn 
mor..tl 1Jri1>c iple. Returr1ing, i11 Freedo1n <ind Reason, t<> a 
s tress on decisions (tl1c>ugh witl1 a new i1ttentic>r1 t(> inc1i · 
r1~1t i o11s). I-fa re contends t h at to 11uve a 1r1orality '"e m11st 
have freedom. Specificall y, we must have a s ituation in 

\vhich each man 1nust sc>J,1e l1is ov..1 n mc>ral proble111s. (This 
is 1\0t to 1nor~11 ize a'J<Jut \Vl1at we s l-\Ol1ld <l<> but tc) state a 
logical condition fc)r tlie very exis te nce of 1nc>ra1 c lai1llS.) 

}">l1i losophers w l1c> h ave critic i4ccl 1-larc, inclu clir•g so11'1e· 
01lC a s clc>se to l1irn as No\vcll·S1n ith, l1ave Stiggcstcd t1)al 
Hare s till ))as a far too Protestant concepti<>n <>f mo ral clis· 
c<>urse. He fai ls real ly tel take l<> hetLrt t l1e \.Vittgenste inian 
clairn tllnt l1ere, as e lsewl1ere in llu1lltlr1 <liscot1rsc, ' ve 1nust 
have 1>ub lic criteria fc>r v.•hat cou lcl cc.)ur1t as a logical))' 
proper moral claim. As F. E. Sparshott-whose book A11 
Enquiry into Goodness (Chicago, 1958) deserves more 
~tttc1'lt i oo t l1an it has receive<l-r1otcs : llttre's individualism 
lcacJs h im to 1lcglcc1 tlle fact tllat a morality, a ny 111orality. 
\vi ll n ec..-essarily incorporate ••those rules c)r cc>nduct that 
see1n _necessary for c<>mrr1un~\I livir1g." l t i s n<>t tl1e C<L~e 
tllat just any u r1iversalizaUJc set of 1>rcs<.·r iptic>nS can C(>n­
stitute a morttlity or n set of n1ora1 juclg1llC11ts. 

The good-reasons approach. T he last mettlethical theory 
we shall discuss l1as been dubbed the good-1·easons ap­
pr<>acl1. StCl)~lcn Tot1l1ni 11, Kt1rt 13aier, J·Je11r)' Aiken, i\1ar­
cus Si nger, Kai Nielsen, A. I. Me lde11, A. E. Murphy, and 
J<>hn Rawls n1ay he take11 as representa tive figures <>f tl1is 
pc)int of vie\v. It is an ar>pro~\cl1 'vhic l1 <>bvi<>usly l1~ts bee11 
deeply affected by the philosophical method thul we have 
c<>1nc to associate \v itl1 tl1c 'vork of t h e later VVittgc1lSlc in . 
1~l)t:SC p hilos<>r>l1ers l1ave cente red tl1c ir a tter1t io11 Orl t l1c 
lc>gic o f 111<>ral reas<>11ir1g. 1 '11cir cc11tra l <.(ltCstio n has been 
"\iVJ1e11 is a reas<>n a good rcaso11 for a 1no11tl j utig111c1lt?" 
Accorclingly, the cr\1Ci;1I prol)lcrr1s cc11tc r 01'1 c1t1cstior'IS 
COT\CCrning tile r1aturc 31)() lin1i tS of }uStijicatiOn i11 eth ic~. 
T l\ese philoso1>l1c 1·s 11gre-;e '''itl1 tl\e no-ncogniti vists that 
1noral se 11tc11ccs aJ'c l1secJ pri n1ari l)' a~ cly11amic expressions 
to guide conduct '"'cl alwr behavior. Ancl they would ;1Jso 
agree witl1 c tl1ic;1I na turalists tl1at mc>ral t1tter~111ces tast1ally, 
at least, also make factual assertions. Uut they believe that 
the pri111ary use <>f 111or.1I uttera11ces is 11<>t t l1et>retical <>r 
jusl e1notive Uut µracti c:.\I. Tl\\rc a11cl No,vcl l-Srnitl1 ~\re 

rigl1t in stressi 1l~ t l-iat tl1cy arc <1csig11ccl to te ll tis vl ha t to 
do. 

Ye t while morul utte rances typicall y tel l us whHt to do, 
lnngta~\ge \Viti) iu, co1nplex a11cl 111u ltifario11s t1sf·~ clocs 11ot 
1\c;1tly <livi<lc i1\lo ''the c]c!script ivc" ;Jrlcl ' "the cval\1ativc,'' 
;'tl1e c<>r1stativc'' a rl<l ••the pcrfor111ativc," .. t l1e cognitive" 
a ncl ' 'the 1101lcognitive." 'l 'l1cse arc t) hilosopl\crs" s p ccinl · 
ized ter1ns, nr1d tl1t;y cl<> nc>t l1cl1) llS to u11clcrsta1lcl ;111<1 
clearly characterize moral discourse but actual ly distort our 
UtlCle rs tar1cJi 1lg o r it. T11e re can be flO tra11sl;ttio11 <lf 111ornl 
terrns int<> no r1111oral terr11 s. a r1t l t l1e a nc ier1t prr>bler11 o f 
l>ri clgi11g "the is-<>Ltgl1t g ul f" is a rrtud<Jle, f<>r there is 110 
clear distincti<>n l>etwcc11 ."i ucl1 t,1ses of l:1r1gt1:1ge ancl 110 
single func ti<>n t hat r1lakes i1 bit of <l iscc)ltrse nor1"11ati\1e. 
S<>rnc rn<lri1l u tten\nccs i11cleecJ b ear inte resting anal<>gies to 
cc>1l'11nan<ls <>r res<>lu tions, bt1t tl1oy c:\1111o t l>e icle:llti fle<J 
w itlt t11em. l t is a 1nist~1ke tc> t l1 ink e tl1ical jllClg1ne11t-; are 
like scient ifi c <>tles o r like tl1e j11clg n1e1lts o f any o tl1er 
b r3JlCh <>f <>l>jective i 11c1uiry; yet cogn iti vist 111etactl1icist~ 
v.1crc ccln·ect, nc>t ir1 p ress in g this nnalclgy l>ut i1l -111ai1lt~li n· 

i11g tll;tt tl1e re is a k11c>wledge <lf g<Jo<l a11cl evil ancl tl1a t 
son1c n1c>ntJ c laims l1ave a i>erf<~ctly r<!st1cctalllc clhjecti\1ity. 
No matter l1c>w e tr><>t ivc or 1>erfc>rn1ativc mc>ral 1.1ttcr:_11lCCS 
1nay he, v.1 lle 1'1 \Vt! 11ulke ~1 n1c>r•tl j l1<lgrnent, it 111,1st-log;· 



c:.1lly must- satisf)• cert.1i11 rc(Jt11rc111cnls IO count a\ n 
morttl jta<l'!"111e11t. In 1n~1ki nu u mor.J judgment, we must l><· 
wllli11g to t 111i\'e~.tl i /.<" the Jt1tl~ 1r1ent in quest iOl'1, anti it 
11111'lt be tJossib le to g ive f.1c•tu.1I rc·a~o11~ in s uy>pOrt of tl1c 
1uo1·ul clai1r1. 

' l'h~ advocates <>f tl1c J.t<lC><l· rc,1 .. on 'i a1>1>roacl1 ln the· ACn· 
crlll trad ition of tl1c la te I' \\'ltt~c11!'itcan dicl not take it to be 
1ncu1n l>e nt 011 the 1>l1i lo,01Jhc r to tr.1nsla te moral 11ttcr.1nce' 
Into \0111c clc.trer idio1n. "l'llt·) cl i<i not belie\·c tl\at tl1t•1c 
" '·' ' 'ome other fa\·ored d1~<.·<>111't· or for1n of life that moral 
cli11oot1"'-e or 1noralitv sho11lcl l>e 1nodeled 0 11. \\'l1nt 'v•'' 
<•l>C<h'<I o r the phi lo\Oi>lwr w ,1> that he should de..cribc 
rnornltty ~o as to pcrs 1>it•t1c>u , ly tl is1')l.1) the )i,•ir1g cl i "iC()U~(' 
at work . 111 particu l~tr, pl1i l<>,c>5>ltt•1'' , 11o uld <.'Ot1ccrn tl)c1n -.. 
\Clvt•\ w itl1 a conceptt1al ('.trt<>~tr.11)h)' of tlte 111\turr nncl 
lin1ils o f justi fica ti<>n i n cth it•s, l1<.•fcn'c• \Ve can 1'C!\ SC)ll ll1)))' 

c lain1 tl1at 111<>ral j uclgm<!r1ts ;i1·c J t botlo1n " all ' 111,jcct ivc" 
or t h~tt no n1ora l clni1n c.:an l>e "obJecti,•cly JU~ti fiec.1 .'' we 
rnta't ron1c 10 t1n<-le r-sta11cl ,..,J1nt c-.111 ancl 'vl1:tt cannot C<1,1nt 
;ti\ .l goc>cl n:._1,on in t.:"tl1i<-·, n11cl 'vl1at tl1c li1n1t.!'. elf 1n<>r;1I 
rcru.011i11g Me. 
Toulm{n~ ~1~,..,o bookc;, S1c 1>l1cn .. roul1nin"s A11 Exc11nl11a· 

hori uf the Place of Reason w t:1/1ics (Cambridge, 1950) 
ancl Kt1rt Bale r·s 1'1.,e i\ forr1l Poi11t of View ( lthac.-. N'. ' '·• 
11)58), lt.lvc 11)0'il ~1ngl e~rnincl<•cll) ntt .. tcke<-1 t he problt.•Jrl of 

1nt>r._1 I l'ca.soni11g. T l' ""Y n1ny be t._1kc11 ,tli paradign1~ <>f 1l1c 
gootl·reas<>ns a1')1)roae l1. Tc)u l 1l l i 11 arg ues tl1at rn o r;.\I ru l<•s 
a11<l tn<>rnl t)rinci,1lcs art• to l1e JUsti ficcl by <tisc<>vcrini;t 
wl\ltll o r tli c~e r u le\ OT [Jl'i l\<'i1>l!"s. if <..'()rlsislc11tly nctc.•<I 
111)<>11, wil l 1n <>st l ike l y leacl t<) t l1c lc,t~ I a1nou11t of :tvo1clilblc• 
Sl1fft•r1ng .tl l arotJnd. T J)o''' soci~\I practices \vl1ich JJrobal>IY 
will cause tile least a1ncJ1111t of \Uffer1ng for manki1ld 3Tt" 

tl\C soci.11 IJro.\ctices wl1ich <>t1i;t:J11 to be acceptc-d. Cl.1ssirol 
llt1lit.tri._\ns mainL'lined that •' 11,or.al rule i~ jU\ti6ecl if it 
lCt\tl' to p ro<lttCC ).!r1·:1tc•r ll.1p1>1ne~s ._tl l ~1rot111d t hnn a ny 
1llt<.•r1 1 ~\ti vc ru le. !Jut "l 'ot1l111i11 favors the neg;.1t ive forf1\t1l.1· 

tton l')C(,';\L1'e {1) tl1o t1gh it j , Vt' ry cliffict1lt to cletc..•r1n i11C' 
' " hat \.Vi ii mnke pe<>p1c l11q')J)Y o r ,vh.tt t l1ey \Vilrlt. it is le''\ 
t:.llfflc•l1lt tcJ <-leter1n i11<! \vhnt cuu 'il'S ~ 1.1fl'erir1g, ~1ru l (2) it i' 
IC'S\ llle ru 11c tiot1 of 1110 1 nlit)1 l () tel l n1e1l \Vh :;t l t)1c g<>(>tl lift• 
J, tl1.111 to te ll the 111 \\111.11 11ot to do .. o tha t 1l1eir 1ntc:rf"lilll\, 
i1lcl1.1<li1l~ tl1cir Jiffcri rlA ro1t<'l'J>t 1<>11s of the good l ire, t'.Ul 
l>c rt•.\li7eJ to the max11n1Jm extent. 

'I ll1s t l1eory about 01or.ll r t"',l~c>111ng. ,vhile purporti11g lo 
l>t· 111et.tctl1ical. i ' \'Cr y clO\t' to tl1e nonnata\'C etl1ical 
tl\(.'Or)' som<>timcs ca.llc<I r,1lt• l &t1l 1t~1ri .. tni<1:1n. 

·1·ot1l r1li n ::i.r-g t1es tllat if we• c.·~an11 r1c c losely tl'e wn) 
n1oral rc.1,or1l 11g i~ nct,1.111y t•arrtt·cl on, i t ' viii beco111c cv1 
t lc nt ll1at 11101·ul rL1 fcs :;111<-I 1'>r1lc t icc;'i are chan.1cter ist ico lly 
jtit l!{C(,I by ro ughly util ita1·inn stur1(l,11'\ls, wl1ile 111nny inc.Ii· 
vidual ,1ctio11s are j11clgccl l'>y ,vJ1et l1e r 01· nol they arc i11 
nc<'<>rtl.111ce \vith on nccc11l't•c l 111ornl rt1le o r sociol p r;.l<-· ticc. 
lJt i l1taril1ns point ou t tlla t it ' ' of tile greate~t social uti lity 
t l1;tt \YC cllamcteristic-al l) JIJCl~e r11or.1I ~lc.:ls in tllis stAert1i11g· 
I) nonutilit.1rian f.ul1io11 l lowcver. freqt1ent1y a dt><:1,1on 
cont:(•r11irll! laO'"' to act invol,·c, <'Onflicung rnornl rl1les. with 
l\C> t·le~•r order of ')t1borclin.,t1<>n, a11cl in !;01ne .sit\1.1tif>n' 
tl1t•rc 'it't'n1s to be 110 rnorul rl1lc-t11,less t l1e prinei1)le of 
uti lity 1s taken ~b ~l 1r1c>l'otl r1dc - tl1;.1I i ' reallil)' applic.•all l(\. 
I 11 \ 11<•11 .1 s itt1ati<>11, the t l1f11J.( t<> clo 1., to act on ;_i 11t ili t.1rian 
l>Hs is whcra it is at a ll pr>s,ll>ll~ le> rr1t1kc son1e rCOf:011n1Jle 
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Judgment or the proh.1bl" beneficial consequcne<'' to tht• 
people in\tOlvccl of <l<>i11J.t <>•lt' th i11g rather th~tn nnotl\cr. If 
that ls not polisiblc 111 o ~1vc11 sil lta t ion, t h e r1 \Vl' l'>ltotaltl ~1ct 
a.s a re;_1)on:.1blc 111an \V(>ul<I ._\Cl . (1"11e concc1)t <>f u rcu-:011u­
l')le n1an, \ve sll(>t1l<I ru>t fc1rgct, iii it:\elf very 1n ucl1 n n1oral 
concept.) 

CriticitJn of T o11f1nin. "'r l;cr(· ce1·tainly a1·e a host of ob­
Jections that <;pri 11g tc) mintl concer11i11g ToulJnin', nceount. 
t•ir~tt it \vii i be .. a1<l tl1.1t tl1il\ l ' 1aor1nati,,e etllics, n<lt 1nt•la .. 
ethics; 1t tells us ' "'ll.\t we ~l1oul<l do. ' ''hat a good r(•.t,01l 
is. and ho''' we canJU5tif)· b,ts1c n1orJI rules. \•orc..·c.>\'t:·r. ,,.,,) 
should we accept it? 0 1lcc \Ye see throustl' it' r110<J1, J1 
trappin~. it \vi ii lJt'<'<>tllC ._1pparc nt that it ha' ~1 1 1 t l1e 
<lifficultie.s ultt·11t l~• r1 t c>r1 <•l1t,s ical uti]it..1ria11i\ 1n . 

I t coul<l l)e 1·c1)1it•tl t l1at tl10\1gl1 the speech i~ in Lhc 
n1atcrial 1110\I(• ancl .~ ()\ 1 11\ ls 11 kc 1101·1nati,•e c t l1ics , in 1 t·.11 i l)' 
it is a brie r t l<·l'o<·l'i r>ti<>•' <>f 1low l)l<)ral 1'C<lli<)n i11g is act11ally 
carried on. 

Even if this reply" .icccptcd. there arc difficulti"' ht••'<' 
100, for vie" recJ tht, wa)', ·rouln1in'~ account \t1rcly loolri.s 
Jilt:> an acx.-ount of a ba,1c.llly sociological sort c>r 110\\' ccr­
t.1i11 people in fact rca\Oll- Tl1at 1s to say. it appca~ to be .•n 
i1npl'cssion1st1c bit of dc-.cr1phve etl1ics and l1artlly o 1ncta­
etl11c.1I account of the logic ol r11oral reasoning. It cc>\t:rtl>· 
ancl l)eTSllasively rc·<lcfinc\ ._1~ "rnoral'. only a vc.•ry l i11l1lc<I 

1>a llf'1'n o f reas<>ni11g re.Ut)111ng that exprcs\C\ the ll is­
tu1·ic;ll l)' ancl e th11c>grn11l1ically li1nlted vie'v~ elf u c:luter· 
111inate g r Oll l) or J>l:tJ t>I<.:. ' I 110 c1h11occntric c))tl rac • ."tc r of tlds 
linguis tic analysi\ 1nnke!'t it irnpllcit1y, bt1t surrept itiously, 
no r111ative. 

'f his conte11t i<>11 "'il l l>t• rc..'Jl'Ctcd by 1n._111y. It will be 
aT$!:Ued tl1.:it mor-J.I rt•J,Ontnt.t. like any other 1n0<lc or rt~a­
soning. is limitetl ·1·0 dctcnn1ne '''l1at the moml 1)(>i1lt of 
\it"'" is and " 'hat t i l111 to rc•aso11 morally. \\(' nt~<·cl hr~t to 
<lctcnnine the funt·ti<>•• ( 1>t1rpo,e, ovcr-,111 r..ttion~\le) of 
n1on.1lit)'. 

l"he fu 11ctio r1 o f 1l1c•ralit) , ~rou l 1r1ir1 te l ls t1s. Is to n<Lll1\ll­
cate cor1fl lcting intcrc\tll ~•ncl to l1~1rn1011izc dcsirt•s (l)1i1t 1s, 
n1oclerate ou r in1pul\CS n11d a<ljt1~t o t.11' <lc·1n n11ct,) \t> a'i l<) 
reconcile t11em \\1ith <>u r fc llt-,,vs, in s1Jcl1 o \vay ll1at evc•r)'·­
onc ca11 11ave a.s 111ucl1 o,, 1>0-:,iblc of 'vl1;1tevcr it I ~ tl1;tl, on 
1 c flc..-clio11, l1e wa111,. 

Given t l1i ' con<."'t.•p tion of tl1e functio11 of <-tl)jc,, 'iOllle· 
tl1ing like ·1·oulmin's J.CCOunt of moral r<·•l,011111J: 1~ \Cl y 

1>lat1sible. but it hn, l><"t•11 ol>j<'cted th..'lt n1or.llity l1n, ncl Orte 
't1cl1 fl1f1Ctio11. ~tnr1)' t>t·c,plt· 11..ivc i<leals of t111i-11,111 t'\cel­
lcr1cc t l1a t ha,c not I, in)( t<> <lo \v1tl1 ~t1ch a concc1Jt i<>t1 ,,f tlie 
runct io11 o f ctl1ic.:,: 111ar1y Jew .. ;_tn(_I C l1r isti<ln,, \Yit h tl1c ir 
itleals of the lovo c,f ( :<>1.1, (lo 11ot c<>nceive tl'r f1111t tion o l 
111o ral l iving in t11is \Yuy, anc:I the llu t1dl1i:.I co1r1111u11ity \Villa 

i i ~ i\lcal~ of arlla tsl1l1> CC'rtaiuly 'voul<l not acC'Cl)t. t\ it l1 c1· in 
tl1eory· or in prac:ticc. s\1t.•l1 a t.'Or1ception of the ft•rict1on ,,f 
etl1ic~. }.1o rality i ii n m t1c:h n1ore con11>lic.ated a11cl \':t1i l·d 
.1('l ivily. T l1cre arc <liv<'r'<' ,111cl often co11flict ing ft 11,c:tio11!t 
of morality. Any jltt•1r11>t 10 t·la1111 one function or r,1t1o1\· 
ale of morality a\ tl1r £une,;t1on or t/1e pl1rpo .. t • of n1orality \C) 

t•1rcun1scribcs \\•h,1t c.·.11\ c:o11nt ~is moral eor1s1der.1t1011-, tl\.lt 
itl'> c lfect is un\.Yttti11gl>· to ,itl,·oeate one l1111itt•cl 111<, r;.tl 
<>utlook ;.1s t l1c 11)01':\I 1mi11t o f v ie,v. 

F inally , e \,e n if"£'c>ul11\1t1 co1.1l(I n1akc otit ~' t·a~t' fc11· c l._1i1n · 
i11g t11at tl1c fL111ctio11 of n1cl rality, o r t l1e prin1ary lun(__·t ic,n t1f 
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rnon1Jity, is Sl1ch as l1e clairr1s it to be, one COl1 l<l i;till ;lSk, 
concerning tl1is <lescri1>t·ive accOlJOt of morali ty, " \Vl1y 
keep it as the so)e <>r prin1tlry functic>n of 1nor<.llity?'' I f 
a (teri r1g tl1e fl1 11c tior1 of moraljty so1ne \v)1at alters tl'lC 
rr1e<.\n ing of .. moral," then \Vl1y sl1ould \Ve lle such l ingu­
istic conserv.;.1tivcs? VVhat is so sacred a h o ut t l1at fu nctio11 of 
n1ora.lit}' and its attc11<lant conception of n1or.:1lity? 

'l"<>u lrn ir) co1l l<:I claim that n ow h is c ritic has co11f\1SCll 

no1·1native iss ues w i t)) n1ctaetl1ic1:ll ones. T he issues here 
are col'flt>lcx and Je:1d tts int<> the l1eart of c urrer1t <liSCl•S­
s ion ahot1t tl1e n::1turo of .-r1oral reasoning. Yet a s trong case 
can be macle for tl1e contenti<>n that there is 1noro to Uc 
said for~\ gene ral apl)roach s 11c 11 as TOlllm i11's a n<..l .Uaier's 
tl1un l1as com monly IJeer1 t11ougl,t . 

It see1ns evicler't t l"to.t tr1t1Cl) con temporary t l1i11ki11g about 
ethics, whi le devoted to ~oorc's exacting standards of 
llltlking r>erfectfy clear precisely \.V)1at is b ei ng cJairr1ed , is 
c<>ncernecl r1ot with the very general questi<>n of the rnea_n­
ing or ··goc>d .. or , for that matte r, ··right" or "<>ught'' l>ut 
with t}'c r icl'I textt1re of 111ora l reas<>ning. This l>rings once 
more to the foreground the kind of detailed descriptions of 
th e mori1I life distinctive of such phcnorne nologists a s 
Scheler and llartrnann, but given the prese nt care for 
actual conceptual d istinctions, we may develop a kind o f 
li11guistic pher1orrlenology wt1icl) may be of 1najor l1l'lp<>r­
tancc to a 11 t1ndcrstarl<..li ng <>f moral ity. Perhaps tl1c 1nos t 
excitinS( en<leavors fron1 thi s point c>f view have been those 
of Joilrl Ra\vls, P l1ilippa Foot, f ln t l Georg VO)l Wrigl•t. 
Ra\v ls, in a series of disting1.1 isl1ed essays, l1as s howr• the 
central rc>le <>f co11siclerations of j ustice in moral d elil)cra­
tion a 11d the w~\y s uc l1 co r1s i<leratio•1s 1noc1ify util ittLria11 
p;1tterns of reasonir)g; l'hi llppa Foot, also in a series of 
rnuch~cli scusscd essays. h.as sl•c>w11 the irnportarlce <>f a 
<liscussion of the virtues and the vices and l1as rcinv ig ­
oratecl e thical na tural isrn . Gec>rg vorl \>Vrigl1t's recent mas­
terfu l discussio n of the varieties <>f goocl11css i11 l1i s 'l'}1e 

Varieties of Goodness (London, 1963) has contrihutcd 
imrne nsely to our u nd crstan<ling or 1nor~,l ity. 
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(Ethics t/1ro11fl.h the 11i11eteer>th centurv) 
flAZ1£L j\J}ELSON 

(T11ie11tleth·cer>t11ry ethics) 
KAI NtELSEN 

E!~~ll CS, P RO B LEM S OF'. \\'hat ethics or morul 
1 0 •01•hy i•, and at best ought to be, has always been 

variou I Th · no uncon­l • Y conceived by plnlo,ophcrs. ere is be 
_r,ovcr'\i,\I Arcl1i111e<lean JlOilll fn,n1 wh1cl1 ethics ca.n . 

t 1ar111.:1 · d , m of ethics 1s • <'r1ze , 1or tfte 11aturc a11d JJl'opcr o · l-"e 1tsctr ·i J I d' 11 fl r there are , ' •or Y isputed philosophi!.'ill p ro> cm. " ·11 
so1nc ti . I 1 · ~ th'lt w1 ,1. , 1111gs w hic)1 <;a il be saill ,,n 11c su >JCC • d 
c lt•I( ., I I I I •h in any c· ' w l c 1r1easl1re of agrcc111c r1t, n t 1oug 'II 
sc.:ri1,t· •zation "'' d' •on of e1l1ics tl1e e1rl 1l ll•tS() 011<1 Ol'j!Un• 
•~nlay n narticl1lar 1>hiloso1>f1icaJ orft•ntution. . . I 
P 11 N I . d ·nJlucnhJ 

k . owcll-Sn1ith m Ins widely rc.1< ·'" 1 .1 uuok ~ ti I ' or.ii pin oso-
ph • IC• (1!154), ar!ll1e• th,11111 the past m . L-t 

e" so h . I I •cennnl! w1 ... 
to d ttg t to s,:1ve 11s ~c11en1 ~u1< ance co• . t 1 o .. ·I I That is no o . ' "" \at lc1 seek, a11d ho''' to ll'C•lt ot 1crs. • . ••y that 1 · 1 tie Ep1cunis, I I • "1c • philosophen. '" 1'11110. Ans o • . . h Obi>e, s , · ·,d like pans 

• 1 • J>111oz.1 .a11d Jose1>l11311tlcr1unctionc 
llrlc;t ' d. d o l seek 10 
,.·,,. •

1 
or 11 <:itizc1·,s' acl,d('C !Ju rc~n1 1: tllCY 1 11 ld b .J •vc 

" •C t "l 'I l I shoo e •• " 01 cc l)ractical a<lvice ns t<> i t>W '"'e • I 
on u ft. • 1· J I •I' •vc thot t iey , , .. ,rttl·ular oct·asi(>n, l>ut tl1cy < 1c >c tc d f 
could co . I knowle gc o 
1-, . i llllll Utlicate S()lllC c1e11crul ))UI CfllClll h' 1 "OOu ·1 I ~ . uch a t mg as '"' evil. It was their hclicf th•t thcre 15 5 d th 1 
llhl

al tnic moral code or a nonnnt1ve cthit'31 system"? 
1 

~ 
oso I , h h'I ·~pher s as• , 

i p I(•"' could show wh•1( it j\ r C p I o~ . 
n thci ' i rth systernat1-

Cill r Vtt•\v, pri1llarily co11si?.l' 111 ~ctt1ng 0 
. I ow 

it . y th~ fir<t principles of mon1lity ancl in showmqpo> si 
'' ~,.·11 . . I Such nn ex 

t •~· ,1 > c· to j ustify these prmc1p cs. · 1· 1011 w 1 1 r's rheore ,. 
cul Ou cl inducle not only the phllosop ·~. . I ul 
·1J <:oncc1>lion of the li111 its of morol just16cat1on ' 
' ~'~ his conception of 1he )!ood lifc• for n11" " • • 

I rud·r !'cal purpose. 
n1or11I ~ ionally, moral phi losophy hnd " t>rnC 1' rheorcticol 
k nowlcclg-e was 11ot C(>11c<-•ivcd a?. J>urc Y I 
nowt u · tiC'.il know • 
Cd~ c !IC of mom! phenomena but .1s proc thnl we 

e alx·u1• h ..... .. _ -··-L• . ... 1 ..... kl'hi• uoal was not • 
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should simply know what goodness is but that we should 
become good. (Some nrgucd thnt !O know what goodneS< 
really is, is to becon1e good.) 

Yet this still docs not ndcqu11tcly cha 1·ncterize what Is 
distir,ctive about mond pl1iloso1>hy, for nove lists, poets, 
drnn1ntists, onci sometime!! even historians, social scic11 .. 

lists, and psychologists hove functioned, in one way or 
a11other, as moml sages and have claimed to give us. in 
some manner, some knowledge or good and evil. It would 
be difficult to deny that such men as Tolstoy and Do,ro­
) Cv<ky, Sophocles and ShJkeo)J<'are, Thucydides and Mon· 
taigne have son1ctimcs bcc11 very perceptive irl what they 
have said about morality. \.\' hat distinguishes a spcc16cally 
f)hiloso11hicaJ account of n1ornlity is its general ity. its sys­
ten'lntic >loture, and its nttc1npl to t>rove its cJai1ns. 

Even within th is trodl tionnl conception of the task of 
ethics, im1>ortan t di>ngrccmcnts have arisen. Such philos· 
ophers as Kant and Henry Sld1twlck, unlike Bentham and 
NietL.Sche, stressed the fact thJt it is not the philosophers' 
aim to discover new truths Moral philoSOphy, they 
thought, should give a systematic account of the knowl· 
edge man already possesses, it should try to unify and 
,how the ultimate rationale or the moral knowledge and 
t>mctices m•n already has. There should be no wholc;alc 
rejection of practk al moral claims, but an nttempl should 
be n1aclc tc) unify urlc..I sho'v lho objective jt1stific 11tio1' <>f 
most of these ch1ims. Subjectivists, however, would ch;1I· 
Jcn1te the latter aim, although In an important way there is 
Jess conflict between them and philosophers like Kant and 
Sid1twick than might at 6rst be supposed. Subjectivists did 
not so much question speelAc mom! practices as attempt to 
show, as did Edward \Yestennarck in his Ethical Relatf1>-
1tv (1932), that the alleged objective foundations or these 
i>rattices are in shambles. 1·11cy tnai11tai 11ed that co1n1non 
cxpcctnt io11s 11onvitl1c;ta11ding, there is, and in reali ty cnn 
be, no such thing as ethics os a body of knowledge demon 
strntin1t how we ought to li ve. T mclit ionaJ moral phlloso· 
IJllers J1ave bec11 cor1ccrned to refute such gencraJ skc1>ti· 
cal conclusions. 

In al!empting to do this, they tried lo set forth a true 
morol ,..,de, that is, to detennine the objective foundations 
or ethics and to show the sole grounds on which we can 
'ustify our moral behcrs. Sleptical moral philosophers 
~ended 10 lca"e common-sense moml heliers intact but 
questioned whether it wa> possible to give an objective 
unclerpii111ing to then1. . . . . 

Nictz..licJ1c sta1lds ou t a~ ~tnrk <.1xc.-ept1on to tl11s 111 l11s 
COllCC' J)li<>n of tJ1e tnsk or fl 1nornl J) hiJosophcr. l lo 11(lt 

ly (luestioncd the gcncrnl methods of moral reasoning; 
()fl . • . . . 
he ttuestionecl, crit1c1zccl, even rCJCCtetl cert.:'11r1 comn1orl · 
,cnse moral beliefs as well. li e would not take morality 

1 If as something given; he stre>Sed the diversity of mom ls 
: .. ~~did not seek to supply a mhonal foundation for our very 
c."Ommon morJ.1 convict1011s but, rather~ sought to dist."Ovcr 

new inorol troths. 
Yet in spite of these differences, the writings or nearly 

II 0r'these philosophers flt Nowell-Smith's over-all char· 
" t · ""•lion of the traditional task of m oral philosophy. t•C cr1,,c 
Tl d id not simply seek to clnrlfy the use of moral d is· 

ieyc 
0

,. to enable us to g11 in knowledge of moral phenom· cour) , . . 
blll skeplit'S and subjCClivlsts 11part, sought lo give us 

cr1a • h 
objective practical lmowk><!ge about ow we should live, 
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