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Moral Issues: raise normative questions, and about the character of the agent, questions of value not fact
Moral Problems: value dilemmas (sacrifice of some other values)
· the distinction between matters of value and matters of fact is the normative/descriptive distinction 
· protecting professional values can come at the cost of liberty and welfare of someone else  
Ethics: Philosophical study of morality, and has three distinct sub-sections 
· meta-ethics: analytical enterprise, that discern what moral terms are generally understood to mean, how justification can lead to moral discourse and what we are doing when we share moral judgments with others. It is what is going on when making a moral judgment 
· theoretical normative ethics: moral judgments at the most general levels, and developing moral theories. 3 branches: moral axiology(theories of good and evil), virtue ethics(what counts as moral excellence in character), moral obligation(actions and practices that are moral permissible and impermissible, and what is morally required of all agents)
· applied ethics: resolve specific moral issues and problems which arise in different areas of life, also borrows ethics from meta ethics and theoretical normative ethics, and finding acceptable resolutions of moral problems of present and practical urgency.

Mills: Utilitarian theory approach on moral obligation, we have to create the greatest good for the greatest amount of people 
· Moral obligation into axiology
· The good to be pursued is happiness 
· Happiness alone is intrinsically good
· Includes pleasure and the absence of pain
· Goes into a proof by a meta-ethical question 
· Also virtue ethics- normative matters, ex. characteristics in children
· Also applied ethics regarding specific practices for the evaluation of the moral rightness and wrongness of the practice 
· For the first half of the century meta-ethics was the focus, until recently applied ethics has come about
· Applied ethics focuses on the moral rightness and wrongness of an actions, policies and practices 

Reflective Equilibrium: how moral choices are made
· moral deliberation involves two major activities:
· getting clear on our moral intuitions/considered moral judgments of what is right or wrong in each case
· trying to find principals that we think are right or wrong and if they are right or wrong so we can use those principals to decide will be done in cases where we have no strong moral convictions  or intuitions on the matter 
· so in moral deliberation we try to get a reflective equilibrium between our deepest moral convictions
· what beliefs or theories we hold and moral principals as properly refined 
· uses the example of a diagnosis, an estimated guess of what conviction the doctor should come to in order to make a decision
· also in science we reject a theory because we cant explain the irrefutable data
· begin with moral data> generate principals of behavior> could reject initial judgment> modify moral principals> make progress to decision making

Reflective Morality: distinguish between conventional morality and reflective morality
· conventional morality: directed by traditional or customary rules or practices without stopping to examine those rules, practices or customs
· reflective morality: when a individual begins to reflect on what principals will govern his or her actions, particularly when actions involve the rights and interests of others, or the integrity of the agent
· movement beyond conditioned or knee-jerk reactions 
· merely self interested behaviors, where acceptance of ones behavior is result of careful reflection 
· which takes into account the moral integrity of the agent and rights and interests of others 
· and individual acts as an autonomous moral agent: have a sense of why he or she acts as he or she does and accepts acting that way as morally acceptable
·  sometimes moral distinctions can be overlooked in professional life, for example:
· morality and law
· what law requires isn’t always morally right, law also sometimes requires gross immortalities (eg. Slavery), also morality may require us to break just law 
· morality and prudence
· morality puts constraints on self interested behavior, moral acceptable action is not to be identified with action that maximizes the good of the agent, and overlooks others
· morality and economics
· one does not necessarily discover the correct moral choice by finding the most economical alternative 
· morality and religion
· if a religious leader was to override another persons right to free action or his or her right not to be harmed, then ones reasons must be reasons that do not rely simply on the appeal to some religious belief or authority 
· morality and obedience to authority 
· to blindly obey orders is itself to make a decision in favour of what the orders require, and that is a decision to which one is morally accountable
· morality in mere opinion, bias or taste
· we can condition people to new preferences, but this is very different from persuading them by rational argument, on the other hand, we can argue rationally about moral beliefs
Structure of moral reasoning: difference between morality and mere taste and mere opinion is that we can argue rationally about moral beliefs 
· the structure of reasoning is in the form of a logical argument 
· particular moral judgements as conclusions of moral arguments include:
· premise 1: general moral principal (eg. that which is unnatural in immoral)
· premise 2: factual claims (homosexual behavior is unnatural)
· conclusion: derivative of particular moral judgment (therefore, homosexual behavior is immoral)
Moral Debate:  four ways of challenging a particular moral judgment
(1) conceptual confusions in the general moral principal: mistake of making a normative judgment a descriptive one
a. the confusing term of unnatural could lead GMP to be considered wrong
b. if we understand unnatural as artificial or man made than the first premise seems to be clearly as false
c. the second premise contains a moral judgment that appears factual, which could lead the conclusion to be wrong
(2) problems in the factual link
a. mistake of making a normative judgment a descriptive one
i. consider judgments about withholding information 
ii. the factual link in a moral judgment may be faulty, then by, failing to be factual at all
b. and argument in factual links may indeed contain factual claims, but these may be false or seriously questionable
i. the proponent of the argument lacks sufficient justification for his or her conclusion
ii. fails to provide adequate evidence 
(3) unacceptable conclusions following from the general moral principal when it is combined with certain other factual claims
a. problems with principals that are too broad, or more than we think is acceptable 
i. eg. If we were to do all be can to save a human life we would use all the money in the world or preserve every egg and sperm in the world, which is just too broad
b. try to avoid vague, unclear, or over general fundamental moral principals which have implications we simply cannot accept
(4) moral inconsistency on the part of the person advancing the particular moral judgment in question 
a. the proponent of a moral argument may involve himself or herself inconsistencies in taking views on different moral questions
b. principals are principals, constructing a reflective morality consists in developing an internally coherent and consistent framework, so that ones principals are strong an precise 
Kinds of Moral Principals: theories of moral obligation are usually classified into two groups
· teleological theories: consequentialist theories, theories that hold the moral value of an action or practice is a function of the consequences of that action or practice 
· eq. utilitarian theory: rule utilitarianism or restricted utilitarianism: choose those rules or practices, which if generally accepted, will produce the greatest good for the greatest number of people
· ethical egoism: produce the greatest good for the agent choosing
· production of good consequences and avoidance of bad ones
· morally justifiable or not is based on something extrinsic to it 
· deontological theories: denies that the moral value of an action or practice is exclusively a function of the consequences of those actions or practices
· some deny that consequences have any relevance whatever to the moral evaluation of actions or practices (eg. Kant’s views)
· W.D Ross’s Prima Facie duties: to discern which of conflicting duties takes priority in that concrete situation
· Consequences are not the whole of the moral story!
· Moral evaluation of actions or practices is to appeal the act or practice, and to some feature intrinsic 

In Professionalism
· Most of us are deontologists, although the temptation is usually teleological (attempt to produce good results) 
· Goal orientated people in our professions 
· We are good because we are goal orientated for the better, but profit making doesn’t necessarily have the best outcome for the most about of people, 
· There is nothing morally reprehensible about the pursuit of profit in  our society
· Even the most worthy goals must be constrained by deontological values
· Moral dilemmas that arise in professional lives
· Conflicts among worthy goals 
· Conflicts among important nonconsequentialist values
· Conflicts among principals that urge us to pursue desirable outcomes and principals that urge us to keep the pursuit of such outcomes within the bounds of rights, fairness and other kinds of nonconsequentialist moral values 
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