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Kantian Ethics
· It is very surprising that an antithesis theory to the theory of utilitarianism could also exist
· Based on the view that rights actions do not depend on consequences, the maximization of utility, the production of happiness or desires and needs of humans but instead it depends on core morality which includes following a moral rule out of the sense of duty
· There are two types of imperatives discussed in the textbook, including categorical imperatives and hypothetical imperatives
· Categorical  doing an action without exception and regard of needs of purposes
· This concept is still a little unclear to me. According to the class lecture, this concept means that you must do the morally right action no matter what. For example, 2+2=4, so in this way the categorical imperative involves the use of standard moral rules to drive right action
· Hypothetical  doing an action with a particular aim
· Ex. If you want good pay you have to work hard. This shows that you must work to a goal at your own wit whereas categorical has no end goal but just an action
· The textbook indicates that moral laws have 2 characteristics including (1) universality and (impartiality). Why are these the sole characteristics of moral laws or could there be more that are not mentioned in this text?
· Kant seems to be a strong supporter of autonomy because he seems to state that the inherent worth of humans is due to their ability to be rational and direct their own lives

Natural Law Theory
· States that moral laws are straight to see because they are written in nature themselves
· There is a lot of emphasis on use of rationality in determining which actions are morally permissible and which actions would go against the moral laws set out by nature
· These indicate that duties are prima facie
· [bookmark: _GoBack]This is the theory that focuses on the well-known doctrine of double effect
· This states that performing a bad action to bring good is never morally acceptable but a good action with bad effect is acceptable. 
· This is very surprising that regardless of the consequence, the action is what is viewed as most important. This is strongly against the utilitarian theory that looks at how to have the best positive consequence for the entire group

Thomas Aquinas 
· He states that god is the author of the natural law and god gave humans the gift of reasoning so they can live accordingly
· His concepts tie into Kantian ethics because they state the ‘duty’ to preserve life and death, raise children, find knowledge and have good social relationships. Although this is more enhanced than the Kantian theory on action, both theories are focussing on how actions affect the consequence with a major emphasis on how and what action should be done.

Rawls’ Contract Theory
· This theory focuses on the concept of a social contract or agreement
· These seem like the modern way to record morally acceptable actions where there is now fair and unbiased choices
· There is a predetermined hypothetical starting point where groups of people gather to choose the principles that will determine the basic rights and duties that all citizens have to obey. 
· Sort of sounds like parliament decisions in Canada

Virtue Ethics
· This is not considered a theory of obligation but rather a development of virtuous character
· The highest goal of humanity is to have a good life and to flourish with human qualities of virtue which will enhance moral conduct and values.
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