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Judging Moral arguments and Theories

· Morality is a set of concerned beliefs about right and wrong, good and bad, just and unjust.

We Can’t Avoid Thinking Critically about Morality	

In all kinds of situations, we need to figure out what to d, and what it would be right to do
· To do so we must:
· Accept or reject moral statements
· Make and criticize moral arguments, and/or
· Wrestle with moral theories

Moral arguments
Like any other arguments, moral arguments have premises and conclusions.

Moral Statements
A moral statement is a statement asserting that an action is right or wrong (moral/immoral) or that something (such as a person, event, or motive) is good or bad.

Examples of moral statements:
· “Rahul should keep his promise to you”
· “Profs should punish cheater severely”

Examples of non-moral, descriptive statements:
· “Rahul did not keep his promise to you”
· Prof. M punishes cheaters severely”



Standard Moral Arguments
A standard moral argument is a mixture of moral and non-moral statements.
· At least one premise is a moral statement that asserts a general moral principle
· At least one premises makes a non-moral claim
· The conclusion is a moral statement, or judgment, about a particular case

Example
· It is wrong to inflict unnecessary pain on any sensitive creature
· A general moral principle
· A pig is a sensitive creature
· A factual claim
· Therefore, inflicting unnecessary pain on a pig is wrong.

A moral statement about a specific kind of action.

Why that pattern?
· Because you cannot reach a moral conclusion without at least one moral premise.
· You cannot infer what should be (what ought to be) from what is.

· Do we need the non-moral premise?
· For a ‘standard’ moral argument, yes.
Usually, the moral premise just gives some general, vague principle about a whole class of actions (lying, hitting, stealing, etc.)
To reach a particular moral conclusion, we need a factual premise to bridge the gap.


Example
· Prisoners of war must be treated humanely. [A general moral premise.]
· So, Findlay must be treated humanely. [A specific moral conclusion.]
· What’s missing?
We do very often have to fill in missing premises in moral arguments. In this case:
This man is a prisoner of war. [Non-moral premise].


Evaluating Moral Premises
Look for counter-examples
· “Lying is always wrong.”
· Really? Even to save someone’s feelings? Even to prevent injustice? Even to save someone’s life?

IMMANUEL KANTE-
Categorical imperative
Always act on that maxim that you can will as a universal law

Evaluating Moral Theories
· A good moral theory should be consistent with considered moral judgments
· A good moral theory should be consistent without experience of the moral life
· A good moral theory should be workable in real-life situations

One of the ‘big three’ moral theory in all of philosophy is ‘act utilitarianism’.
· “The right action is the one that produces the greatest amount of happiness.”
· Focus on consequences—happiness and misery matter—rather than abstracts rules, or even God’s word.

Not so clear
· Act Utilitarianism seems to conflict with key moral data.
· But, the theory does seem to capture the importance or consequences

