
Moral Reasoning Midterm #1 Review (Winter 2017)

Test One Review:
2 Socrates questions
2 Plato questions 
2 Aristotle questions
2 Aquinas questions
2 Hobbes questions 
Directive questions: something specific to the thinker 

Socrates: 
executed by state of Athens on charges of impiety and corrupting the youth 
he accepted his execution
he never wrote anything done, communicating through conversation at the Agora 
he employs the Socratic method of thinking:
tries to find a universal definition for abstract concepts 
exposes the ignorance of individuals by continuously questioning their preconceived notions 
he describes himself as the mid-wife of ideas
he guides them to finding knowledge, bringing the knowledge out of them 
he says the goal of philosophy is to learn how to have a good life/how to be virtuous 
to be morally good:
knowledge of the good 
they will do the right actions to achieve the good 
to be morally bad:
they are ignorant of the good 




Plato:
as opposed to discussing universal definitions, Plato focuses on the perfect world of forms 
the world of forms:
the most important world in the eyes of Plato
a perfect world 
the forms are eternal, the essence of perfection, never subject to change 
the world of sense experience: 
critical of this world because it is always in a state of change
an imperfect world 
we cannot see perfect forms, but we can conceive of them via our intellect 
the tripartite soul:
reason:
part of the soul that loves wisdom
spirit:
relates to honourable passions/doing the right thing 
appetite: 
relates to our primal needs: hunger, thirst, sex, etc. 
if this becomes the dominant part you become immoral and brutish 
virtues that relate to the soul: 
wisdom: 
located in the reason part of the soul 
courage:
located in the spirit part of the soul 
moderation:
reason and spirit together keep the appetite part of the soul in check 
justice:
each part existing in harmony 



Aristotle: 
has a metaphysical disagreement with Plato—Aristotle does not believe in the world of forms—the world of forms does not make sense 
he says he cannot accept the world of forms because he does not believe that things can remain unchanging 
seeds grow to be plants—Plato would say that there has to be a form for each one
Aristotle is interested in the process of becoming/changing
he says that everything in the world has a telos, an end point, function, purpose to fulfil 
telos of a seed is to become a plant 
our telos is to achieve happiness (eudaemonia)
can only achieve eudaemonia at the end of our life 
Aristotle’s theory of virtue ethics: 
acting to the golden mean (the middle ground between too much and too little)/(deficiency and excessive) 
habit: when we change our behaviour to act virtuously, then eventually this behaviour just becomes habit/the more good things you do the easier it becomes to do good things 
ignorance:
weakness of the will:
they lack the willpower to do the right thing
they experience remorse when they do something wrong
these individuals are incontinent 
ignorance: 
Aristotle does not believe that an ignorant individual will become good 






Aquinas:
believed in the teachings of Aristotle in a time when it was controversial 
virtue:
goodlife:
you should strive to live a good life on Earth, not only in heaven 
principle of double effect: 
an act can have two effects, one intended and one unintended 
the example he uses is self-defence
you may have to fight them to protect your own life (intended), you may end up killing the individual that is attacking you (unintended) 
voluntary acts:
acts that an individual chooses to do, and we can hold them blameworthy for the act
you can blame somebody for robbing a bank of their own volition 
involuntary acts:
acts that are unintended 
if somebody forces you to do something that you do not want to do
if you lack mental capacity and you do something bad then you did not intend to do it 
non-voluntary acts:
something that you did not set out to do, but you’re still blameworthy
parents drinking with their friends and their son falls off a cliff while they are not paying attention 
Hobbes:
during his lifetime the universe was starting to be explained in mechanical terms
endeavour is what puts man in motion
there are two forces that cause aversion:
appetite: things that you want to actively move towards, e.g. food, water 
aversion: things that you actively move away from, or destroy, e.g. danger 
felicity: the never ending need to satisfy your urges—people will always want more and more—to attain as much as possible 
by nature, men are egoists—always acting out of self-interest 
this desire to attain as much as possible will only end when we die 
original power:
things that we are born with—internal 
e.g. intelligence, natural strength, certain abilities 
instrumental power:
things that we attain throughout our life-external 
e.g. friends, political power, wealth, reputation 
these powers are tools to help us reach the things that we desire for 
state of nature:
a state of scarcity of resources 
any two individuals are equal in their power to harm each other 
state of nature is a state of war:
there may not always be violence, but there is always the threat that violence may erupt 
Hobbes claims that the state of nature is what would occur if there were not human made laws to govern our actions—lacks a common power—apolitical, amoral 
Leviathan (Hobbes seminal work):
Leviathan means something that is an artificial creation that is large and powerful 
the Leviathan is the social contract that we all enter into 
to exist within this social contract we have to give up some of our right to nature 
it is in our self-interest to work towards existing in a state of peace 
in the social contract there will be a sovereign—the common power that unites the social contract and ensures that we maintain the social contract through fear of punishment—threat of punishment has to outweigh the benefits of breaking the laws
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