Review Guide for Final Exam

Lesson Two
· Faith and Reason
Definitions of Faith: belief, trust, confidence
· relience, trust, confidence (in the ability, goodness, etc. of a person, in the efficacy or worth of a thing; or in the truth of a statement or doctrine). 
· Belief in the truths of religion; belief in the authenticity of divine revelation (whether viewed as contained Holy Scripture or in the teaching of the Church), and acceptance of the revealed doctrines. 
In the New Testament, the word “faith” (pistis) meant, “to trust someone”, it is a word that connotes relationship, one’s relationship to God. Faith is to trust in God. Faith in the New Testament did not mean “firm belief in that for which there is no proof”. That is a modern understanding of the term “faith”.

Definition of Reason: 
· The intellectual power, the capacity for rational thought, and related senses. The power of the mind to think and form valid judgments by a process of logic; the mental faculty which is used in adapting thought or action at some end’ the guiding principle of the mind in the process of thinking. 

Faith vs. Reason
Paul; On the one hand, people (the Gentiles) are able to discern right from wrong, the law is "written in their hearts" even though they do not know Christ or God. So there is a sense here that one's own efforts will lead one to discern what is right and then one will do it. On the other hand, Paul says that a person can only be saved through faith; nothing a person does can save him or her.
	God
	Human

	faith
	reason

	(revelation)
	(good works)

	grace
	law



· New Testament Ethics
· The last of the New Testament writings are dated from early in the 2nd century and it is from these writings that we see diversity rather than unity in the scriptures. 
· The Bible does not have a single ethical perspective, but instead has a variety of ethical perspectives. 
· Biblical morality is very much of a contextual character rather than stating universal rules.

However, there were certain distinctive features about the approach of the people of the Bible to morality:

1. The Bible regards people's behaviour as the direct and immediate response to God's revealed will.
2. In the New Testament, God is revealed through Christ. When proposing a way of life that is Christian, the New Testament writers constantly draw attention to the pattern of Jesus' earthly life as well as to the demands the resurrected Christ makes on those who believe in him.
3. Christ formed a new covenant that built on the old covenant, so there is a basic unity between the Hebrew Bible and the New Testament, at the same time there is a shift away from following the "letter of the law" to following the "spirit" of the law.

Old testament is really by the law and scriptures, and following the rules of Jesus, however the new testament takes into consideration context and God’s rules. 

The central theme of Jesus' (New Testament) message is "the kingdom of God is at hand." (Mark 1:14) Jesus' proclamation of the kingdom of God is central. The "kingdom" is present in and with his own person.

· The phrase 'the kingdom of God' does not refer to territory or to a state of "kingship". Rather, it refers to a person's acceptance of the God who graciously approached and to that person's consequent adherence to a certain way of life.

· [bookmark: _GoBack]Jesus demonstrated what this acceptance meant and what this way of life was. This was the central point of his mission as he understood it. His teaching on morality, with regard to both content and motivation, was based on it.

· The main concern of Jesus was to live out God's kingdom and its demands. Jesus' life was a pattern of behaviour in accord with the nature of the kingdom. It was a pattern others could follow. There is no fully worked out moral system in the New Testament. 

· For Jesus, perfection meant acceptance of the kingdom and its demands. It means "repentance" and obedience to the divine will (discipleship).


Characteristics of New Testament Ethics

· Jesus rejected the formal authority of the Scriptures as absolutely binding. He did not hesitate to interpret the Scriptures for his contemporaries not as a scribe who spells out their every implication, but as one who can oppose one passage to another and show how they correspond with God's kingdom in the present.
· Jesus condemns ritual law. For Jesus, it is the human heart that is important, as the prophets had previously insisted, and ritual prescriptions cannot determine a person's total acceptance or rejection of God. (Mark 7).
· Jesus' basic request is 'follow me', that is, imitate the selfless pattern of his life. He emphasized this rather than spelling out a detailed moral code.
· So we see in John - Jesus' moral teaching is chiefly seen in his command to love. It is spelled out mainly in the concrete acts of forgiveness, practical caring and unlimited self-sacrifice. Rather than laws and commands, Jesus uses parables or stories to teach ethical behaviour.



	The characteristics of 
New Testament ethics are:
	The two great commandments in the New Testament are:

	· Priority of love over other virtues.
· Morality is not prescribed in a rigid manner.
	· love of God.
· love of neighbour.



Contextual Ethics: Early Christian Communities

Faced Moral Problems: The early Christian communities never considered that they had received a complete code of morality to deal with every situation. The community of faith must discover what its moral response should be in the face of specific moral problems. 

Interpreted, Adapted & applied Jesus Sayings: Jesus sayings could be interpreted, adapted and applied to new situations. 
Jesus did not discuss every situation or deal with every problem explicitly, but the tradition of his words can be approached in a living and vital way, precisely with his disciples “until the end of the age.” (Matthew 28:20)

Showed Cultural Diversity Among Believers: There was significant cultural diversity among the early church believers. There are many examples of creative liberty and fidelity in the apostolic Church. For example, in Acts 10: 11-18, Peter did not impose circumcision and other Jewish customs on the house of the gentile Roman officer, Cornelius. 

Were Effected by Paul’s Teachings: Paul’s teachings were always contextual. 

For example, in Paul’s first letter to the Corinthians he says:
“Women should remain silent in the churches. They are not allowed to speak, but must be in submission, as the law says. If they want to inquire about something, they should ask their own husbands at home; for it is disgraceful for a woman to speak in the church.”
Yet, on the other hand, Paul writes to the Galatians: 
“There is neither Jew nor Gentile, neither slave nor free, nor is there male and female, for you are all one in Christ Jesus.”

- Paul changes his views in consideration to where he travels. 

Lesson Three
· Natural Law (not the section on Bonaventure)

· Systematic thought was becoming more and more important.
· Theology's approach becomes one of integrating, summarizing and articulating its subjects of study.

It was the era of Summas
· Summas are summary treatises that produced great writings in systematic theology. 
· Two prominent thinkers who contributed to this development were Saint Bonaventure and Thomas Aquinas.

Who was Thomas Aquinas?
Thomas Aquinas (1225-1274) was an Italian Dominican priest of the Roman Catholic Church and member of the Dominican religious order. His work is unparalleled in terms of its influence in the Church.
At the time of Aquinas, the writings of Aristotle were being rediscovered and Aquinas drew on Aristotle for his articulation of Christian theology. 
· For Aquinas (following Aristotle) humans are intellectual beings or rational animals. Their highest achievement is contemplation.

Key points from Aquinas in relation to ethics:
· Aquinas was concerned with protecting the notion of a human agent who is the responsible author of his or her own actions.
· Human beings are not just "spectators” of the world-order in which everything that happens is caused by God's will. Rather, human beings are actors in the world. God has given human beings the capacity to be reasonable and responsible agents.

Aristotle’s influence on Aquinas:
Because Aquinas drew on the philosophy of Aristotle, we need to consider more deeply Aristotle's thought.
Briefly, Aristotle:
· Rejected Plato's explanation of reality as involving unchanging Forms.
· Was concerned with the phenomenal world, that is, the world that can be known empirically.
· Was concerned to differentiate reality and understand how it grows, develops and changes.
· God is not controlling us in every action, we have the ability to do what we want, we are able to be rational in order to make decisions on what is right and wrong.
· Aquinas believed from Aristotle that our world is dynamic, and why the world is changing. 
· Main point: he believed in rationality.
For Aristotle, the good consists in the realization of the ends that are potential in one's nature. (Think of an acorn. The 'end' that is potential in an acorn's 'nature' is an oak tree.)

Thomas Aquinas was hugely influenced by Aristotle's notion of the good. We see this influence in Aquinas' ethics, which is described as teleological.
For Aquinas, a good life under the control of right reason consists of the best use of:
· one's rational powers (intellect and will)
· one's lower capacities (appetites and bodily activities)

Teleological & Deontological: The relationship between ends (Teleology) & Means (Deontology)

· What is Teleology?
Teleology is derived from the Greek word telos meaning “end”, “purpose”, or “goal” and logos meaning “the study of”. 

There is a theory of ethics called teleological ethics. The focus here is on the “end” or “consequences” of an act. An example of this type of ethics is Utilitarianism, which asserts that the criterion of right and wrong actions is whether they maximize welfare, that is, the greatest good for the greatest number. 
· A teleologist would take into consideration the context of the situation- you never know why a person would steal.

· What is Deontology?
Deontology comes from the Greek word deon meaning “law” or “duty” and logos meaning “the study of”. The focus in deontological ethics is the “law”, the “rule” or the “duty”, which takes priority over the results of an action.
· Deontologist would say that stealing is always wrong.

Relation to Ends and Means: Consider the following in relation to ends and means: 
Ends- Ethic of consequences (teleology)
· Focus= the results of a situation.
Means – Ethic of principle (Deontology)
· Focus= the principles or rules that guide our actions.

Harmless activity may not be harmless. `
· Some insist: “the higher and more noble an end is, the more it justifies any means used in achieving it.” 
· Others insist: “In moral matters, the means affects the end; i.e. the means are not morally indifferent, and a sharp distinction between means and ends is never possible.

The Basis of Natural Law
The basic principle of natural law is: good should be sought after and done, evil avoided. This is known through an intellectual intuition of practical precepts of moral behaviour.
· Do good, avoid evil. 
· Scriptures weren’t the primary source of natural law, this came from greek philosophy.

Natural Law
The claim of the natural law tradition is that moral knowledge is accessible not just to believers but to anyone who is willing to reflect critically on human experience. Natural law assumes that human beings are essentially good and have a capacity to know and choose what is right.

Other Sources of Natural Law
Greek Philosophy
However, the natural law tradition in Christian ethics is due more to Greek philosophy than scriptures. The key Greek philosopher was Aristotle who influenced Aquinas in particular.

For Aristotle, human nature is rational, therefore, morally good actions are those that are directed (through reason) toward the full actualization of human potential. While we all have natural capacities for virtue (or vice), these capacities must be developed as habits through practice.

In the same way that we become better athletes or musicians through practice, we become virtuous by doing virtuous things. We begin by doing objectively virtuous acts because they are taught to us or commanded of us. We are not yet interiorly motivated or do not yet use our reason to choose the "good". Eventually, through education and habit, virtuous actions come from our own reasoning and intention.

Romans and the 'Law' of the Natural Order
Another important source of natural law were the Romans who emphasized the 'law' of the natural order. 

"Order of Nature" and "Order of Reason"
By the time of the Middle Ages and Aquinas, two strains of interpretation of natural law prevailed. One was the "order of nature" which focused on the physical and biological structures given in nature as a source of morality. The second, the "order of reason" focused on the human capacity to discover in experience what promotes human flourishing and well-being. Aquinas accepted both strains.

Connecting natural Law with Practical Reason & Eternal Law
Aquinas links natural law both with practical reason (of which humans are capable) and with eternal law, which posits that God is ultimately the source of moral value and moral obligation. Everything participates in God’s eternal law according to its nature. So animals participate by instinct and humans participate through reason. 

The work of reason 
For Aquinas, even though the immediate source of moral knowing is human reason, God’s eternal law is the underlying source. 
The work of reason is to discover what being human means. Reason does this by reflecting on the total human experience, not merely the biological. 
· For Aquinas, reason “entails the totality of the human tendency to want to know the whole of reality and come to truth”. 

Our moral Duties
So, for Aquinas our moral duties are known through our best practical judgment on what is required for any particular personal problem. 
His understanding of natural law:
· Moral duties can be ascertained by reflection on human nature. 
· God’s plan for us is built into our nature by God’s creation of us. 
· Based on Romans 2:14-16- a law written in our hearts.

By using our reason to reflect on our human nature, we can discover both: 
“Specific” ends
· The specific ends toward which we tend 
· An example of a specific end is learning to play a musical instrument. The actual effort we undergo to learn to plan a musical instrument aims at the specific end of playing the instrument. 
· What we control.
“General Ends: 
· The general end for which God created us.
· An example of a general end is “happiness” toward which all human beings are oriented. We all seek happiness as a “general end” of our acts. So, learning to play a musical instrument is the specific end and the happiness we experience in doing this is the general end. 
· What God wants us to do.
When we have discovered these ends, it is then possible to determine the means required to achieve them. 
· For Aquinas, this understanding of God’s plan for us, built into our nature by God’s act of creation is natural law. 
· For Aquinas, special revelation is not necessary for moral knowledge. 

· Reformation
During the years between the death of Bonaventure and Aquinas and the time of Martin Luther, Christian thinkers became less optimistic about a "natural" knowledge of good and evil or of being able to identify or predict intrinsically good or intrinsically bad acts and so, the possibility of an objective component to ethical decision-making became less and less feasible. This was due to a philosophic movement known as nominalism.

· What is nominalism?
The best way to understand the meaning of "nominalism" is to compare it with "realism". Both nominalism and realism are epistemological theories (epistemology is the study of knowledge, that is, it is concerned with how we know anything.) We can compare the theories of nominalism and realism through an example.

Think about a concept like "humanity". What exactly is "humanity"? Realism would say that "humanity" is a universal concept that exists apart from the individuals to which "humanity" refers and is something that all human beings share in common. We can think of a philosopher such as Plato who argued that there exists somewhere a more perfect form of every thing that exists in the world. So, for realism, somewhere there exists "humanity".

Nominalism, on the other hand, would say that there is no reality called "humanity" independent of the particular individuals. So, for example, there are four individuals – John, Mary, Susan and Peter. These individuals may share something in common that we call "humanity" but "humanity" is located in John, Mary, Susan and Peter and not apart from the individuals to which it refers.

Luther- Believes that the church takes advantage of people, possibility to take you out of sin if you do charity works, the church would take money donations from people who have sinned- indulgence. 
· Luther did not believe that people are rational, more traditionalism and believe that we rely on scriptures. 
· Does not believe in Aquinas
· Luther is saying that faith alone should be sufficient in order for God to accept you. 

· Counter Reformation – particularly the Council of Trent

Trying to counter what Luther was saying about faith alone will save you, they did agree on scriptures being important, but we do have the ability to make our own choices. 

Council of Trent- they meet up together and discuss major points about the church. 
· Faith alone is not sufficient
· Unwritten traditions and scriptures were to be received with equal reference. 
· The seven sacraments- baptism, confirmation, holy communion, confession, marriage, marriage, holy orders and last rites. 

Lesson Four:
· Enlightenment – influence on ethics
Refers to a period between 1650 to 1800 ce. 
· Period of progress of thinking: many examples: industrial revolution, American revolution, French revolution, modern science, the new era. 
· Born in a group, in a certain language, people are starting to realize how different we are
· We are aware of our past: historical conscience
· Emphasis on self-sufficiency
· People are questioning the validity of the scriptures
· Religion is then affected because of the challenging of scriptures
· Materialist view of the human being.
· The Enlightenment thinkers believed that human reason has the power to find the truth and to live in accordance with this truth so there is no need of special revelation. 
· Dare to Know! Have the courage to use your own understanding. (Kant)

Lesson Five:
· Foundation of ethics

Ethics: knowing and doing action that one believes will create positive results in one’s life.
The notion of responsibility: humans respond to their world. 

· Moral process (Melchin)

How we tend to interpret the situation, and how we decide to act on it. 
· Experiencing: involves our attentiveness, exercise in noticing, patterns to our noticing 
What is it? – what is happening around you
· Understanding: involves our intelligence, curiosity leads to insight
Is it so? – is it what I thought was happening
· Judging: involves our reason
What am I going to do?
· Deciding: involves our capacity to respond, what should you do?
Is the action the right thing to do? 
Is the right thing what I’m going to do? (slide 31)

· Moral deliberation – moral horizons and conversion

Moral horizons- Human beings are limited in our ability to know what is true and what is good.
· We do not know everything
· We may have unexamined biases 
· We may be working with lack of knowledge
· Moral or psychological unfreedom
· Stunted spiritual development
Example about a car: you can’t see everything, you have mirrors in order to see, blind spots… 

Conversion: expanding your moral knowledge, and you have to go through adversity, or hard times. 
Example: death, you realize that others are with you and you are not alone in the grieving process. 

Lesson Six:
· “Freedom is . . . “ -  types of freedom

Freedom: 
1. Domination freedom: There was someone controlling you and limiting you from doing your own actions. Example: prisoner limited to jail. 
2. Self-Determination freedom: you have full control over yourself and you always had control. 
· Essential freedom: there is nothing that is stopping you, you can do whatever you want 
· Effective freedom: there is limitation, your own limitations, your knowledge, your morals. 

Determinism: there is something controlling you and it is in control of every factor of your life. 

· Social Structures – definition

There are stages in order to achieve the objective – linkages among the acts of meaning. 
Example: university, you need students ready to learn, you need teachers to teach, somebody in charge, admission staff… 

· Moral knowing 

1. All human actions initiate a direction of change. 
2. Every situation in our life involves “relations among events” (context)
3. Moral knowledge always aims at understanding what enriches our living together and what destroys it. 

Ethical relativism: the claim that when two people from different perspectives or cultures try to understand the same moral situation, they will attain different results and that these differences cannot be reconciled within a common evaluative framework.

· ***Levels of the good***
1. Personal interest good: you only care about yourself and you are not caring about others
2. Societal goods: my personal interests are not as important as what society wants. 
3. Evaluating the society’s intention

Example: Drunk Driving. 
· In this sense, the personal interest good would be that you don’t want to pay for a cab, you want to drive home and get there faster. 
· Societal goods would be that you will take the cab home in order to avoid any disasters. 
· Evaluating the society intention would be that they want everybody to remain safe and this is the right thing. If it wasn’t, then we could suggest that the society’s intention should be reevaluated. 


	Meaning of the word 
"good"
	Level or horizon of 
meaning
	Attitude toward social 
structures

	Good = satisfaction
	Personal interest or desire.
	Social structures as means to personal fulfilment.
They become fragile when governed at this level.

	Good = harmony
	Interpersonal order or social structure.
	Commitment to social order.
Social structures are stable. Concern for personal welfare becomes inseparable from wider social concerns and eventually concern for social order eclipses individual benefit.

	Good = value
	The longer dynamics of historical progress and decline.
	Commitment here is to historical progress.
Social structures have become exploitive and destructive; therefore they require social critique with the goal of social renewal.



· Aspects of moral foundations
1. Foundation of moral knowledge: why something is good and why something is bad, but you have to experience this yourself. 
2. Society is not the only one to reinforce good behaviour, we have to practice good ourselves, and avoid evil. 
3. There is a link between the social and the individual in relation to morality: Society can affect us and we can affect society. 
4. Freedom from domination(negative), freedom of self-determination (positive)
5. Our moral obligations: Understanding what our duties are. 

Lesson Seven:
· The nature of evil
Aquinas: 
· evil is a privation of good
· evil is the absence of a good in something that should have been good by its very nature. 
· Evil exists as a negative not as a positive. 
Ex: Theft is evil because it causes deterioration in human living. 

There are three main forms of evil:
1. Betrayal – the person you least expect to cause you harm, causes you harm.
2. Delusion - not recognizing what’s around you, the confusion of unreality for reality- Hitler’s idea of a perfect world.
3. Terror – implying intimidation. (example: concentration camps)

Sin: going against God, the external law, a violation of some religious or moral principle.
· Formal sin: The act was done intentionally and strictly for personal gain (example: stealing)
· Material sin: there was an objective to the sin, and the person who performed the act cannot be judged completely responsible. (example: stealing for food)

· The problem of evil 

How could a creator who is perfect(all-knowing, all-good, and all-powerful) have made a world in which pain and evil form a large part of life?
Two definitions of evil: 
1. Moral evil: caused by humans (when you harm someone- intentionally)
2. Pre-moral evil: not caused by humans (natural disaster)
How to distinguish which situation is which?

· The surplus of evil and the religious realm

The problem of horizon: our knowledge is limited. We cannot find the proper solution to every situation. Therefore, you will not always be morally correct. 
· Grow up in a society that is racist, how do you grow up knowing that you shouldn’t be racist. 
· Bad can be reinforced just as easily as good.

Different Types of Development: 
Biological: The way you grow up, you have no control over the way your parents raise you. 
Sensitive: You develop your own understanding, you start building your own explanations.
Intellectual: Our development process that can be improved and developed intentionally.

Tensions: 
· Tension #1
Two groups of people: 
1. The people who want the world to stay the same
2. The people who want the world to change

· Tension #2
We reach towards what is true and what is good, but our reaching makes us aware of our limitation. It is the tension between limitation and transcendence (excellence). We try to be a better person but we are constantly aware of our limitations- our moral horizons- limited by our own knowledge. 

Manhattan Project : Women at work during the war, making bombs, didn’t know what they were making. 

Religious Realm: is the realm of human existence that concerns ultimate value and meaning.  It is the experience of evil that pushes us into the religious realm because:
· The effects of evil can reach far beyond our explicit intentions
· The difficult task of understanding evil
· Evil appears to be structural more than individual

· Challenging evil

Progress: Advancement without limitations
Decline: A downfall in progress, a limitation that forces you to take a step back.
Redemption: Recovering from the decline.
· Individual: We find that we are not alone after the death of a loved one.
· Social: An earthquake happens and the society comes together to rebuild.

We all have this capacity for self-transcendence.

Lesson Eight:
· Followers of Christ – progress, decline and redemption
Progress: What it means to be human
· Everything about progress, decline and redemption

Development from below upwards: In a familiar growth, how we would deal with redeeming ourselves. (going to school every day and being willing to learn)
Development from above downwards: In an unfamiliar territory, someone passes away, you don’t know how to deal with your emotions.

Lesson Nine:
· The Conscience – but not the section on historical development

· Conscience is hard to define, and there are fake definitions.
· Ultimately, conscience is the whole person’s commitment to values, and the judgment one must make in the commitment to apply those values in concrete situations.
· What we understand

Three consciences:
1. Capacity: Understanding what it means to be human – makes us both know and do good. 
2. Process: Process itself and the way in which human beings come to know what it is they should and should not do. 
3. Decision: Act upon it.  (what it is we must do and who it is we want to be) 
· Must yield a judgment 

· Relation to ethics

Erroneous conscience: we make the wrong choice due to missing information. (caused by vincible or invincible ignorance)

Vincible ignorance: You do all the necessary steps but you ignore the information that goes against what you believe. 

Invincible ignorance: you did all the necessary steps to gather the information but you still made the (objectively) wrong choice.
· Example: food chemicals

Lesson Ten:
· Kohlberg’s stages – six stages of moral development
Developed a human development – a six stage process on how humans think. 

Pre-conventional: Fear drives us to do an action. Fear and self-interest are the main points. 
· Stage 1: Punishment- Obedience: concern is with the physical consequences of an act.
· Stage 2: Instrumental: “what will this action do for me?”
Conventional: you are thinking about others, you are part of a society and Interpersonal relationships are important.
· Stage 3: Interpersonal Conformity: Doing what is nice, what is approved of.|
· Stage 4:  Law and Order Orientation: impersonal authority of the law takes precedence over the personal loyalties of Stage3. 
Post-conventional: You’re independent, you are fully mature. Moral principles are independent of the society in which one lives.
· Stage 5: Social Contract: upholds basic rights, values and mutually agreed upon contracts of society even when doing so might conflict with certain laws of that society (moral versus legal rules).
· Stage 6: Universal-Ethical: Moral reasoning is abstract (general concepts), not concrete(specific).  Moral reasoning is logically comprehensive.

Images of God
1. Impulsive: the idea that God will punish those who are bad, and that is the drive, we are scared to be punished. (pre-conventional stage) God is “Santa Claus”
2. Imperial: Religion is turned into a superstition, but you have to follow it because you are scared to be punished
3. Fusional: God will protect the believers: if you have faith in God he will protect you. (Now part of the conventional stage- where everybody is together)
4. Institutional: The codes of conduct where you must follow a set of rules. God is the legislator.
5. Interindividual: Become more autonomous, we use our free-will, becoming independent. (Post-conventional)
6. Integrity: Discovering God’s love. 
