Vocabulary quiz study instructions

Be prepared to write a one sentence definition of these terms that shows you
understand the gist of the concept:

antinomianism
autonomy

canon law
cardinal virtues
casuistry
categorical imperative
conscience
deontological ethics
determinism
emotivism
eudaemonism
golden mean
heteronomy
intuition
intuitionism
magisterium
metaethics

moral autonomy
natural law
pluralism
pragmatism
probabilism
prudence
relativism
slippery slope
teleological ethics
utilitarianism
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antiﬁnmiaﬁism. Literally, “against or in opposition to, the *law.” |
Antinomianism as a Christian theological term asserts that grace |
through *faith has abolished the law (Gal 3:11; Eph 2:8-9), and that |
therefore the Christian is no longer subject to the law in any sense. l

l

%

categorical imperative. The designation of the sul;;reﬁle ’*pr:.nzxi:!leT
. of *duty, according to certain ethicists in the tradition of *deonto- |
logical ethics but especially Immanuel *Kant. Kant offered several |
formulations of the categorical imperative, the most important of
which states, “Act in conformity with that maxim, and that maxim I‘
only, that you can will at the same time to be a universal law” (sez
also universal moral judgments). Hence, for Kant, right actions ";
flow out of right principles, and right principles in turn govern, at
least in theory, situations. In any situation, Kant advised, do the act
that is motivated by the sincere belief that what you are doing is
:he *:ight thi?g to do not merely for you, but for anybody seeking
.y , e theinde | o0 act properly in any similar situation. A second form of the c:atei
S Lite:: ally, “s e]:f :?Yd uo:l Dieii ;uxl::u:tl;il:in Jeading to \ gorical imperative focuses more on the treatment of others: “Act in
pendent e.xarc:se of anin \tn o dotermined by the indivi Jual, T such a way that you always treat humans not merely as a means to
mﬂr:;al tmil;t af\iﬁ?h?s often viewed as the opposite of *het- \ e o e.qc}.'j_See_also imperative; rule-Geonfologient,
Era:non{; 1:;u:td is s{)metime.s contrasted to Tmaonomy%uiflé\saihiz _
rejection of all moral da:éns %eeﬁui?i t‘*ynjretimn;f‘c;"me b =l conscience. The inner witness to moral *responsibility ‘or the inher- '
external to the individual or "co '

: t . %, . . ‘
el B e it e, o also freedomyin- - | . ent human ability or capacity to discern *good and *f_-\nl, *right
ual or community does notha pect

dividualism; moral autonomy. ) -

Taken to an extreme, antinomianism leads to licentious if not eth-
jcally questionable conduct. That it was a problem in the early
church is evident by the repeated warnings against it foundinsev- ;
eral New Testament writings.

and wrong, as well as to sense *guilt when moral codes are trans- |
gressed. Although generally used with reference to individuals,
canon law. The bady of rules established by ecclesial bodies for the l the term also carries a metaphorical meaning when it refers to a

: | person who is viewed as acting as the conscience of anation or *so- \
ciety. On the basis of several biblical texts (e.g., Rom 2:14-15),

” . . d th duct—-in—n many Christian ethicists view the possession of a conscience as 1

gove-mment & th elu' mimﬁﬁzﬁzsiz:m I:? E:cr,:;isﬁan cir- \] part of God’s general revelation or *beneficence to humankind, al-

zlludmg the lei“‘i:: C;‘;?ﬁ:; o mifiied ph rily by the Roman | beit one that leads to human guilt before God. Consequently, con- |
s, canon la ! Tima ‘ : ; i i o

C:tholic Church (see also encyclicals), the Eastern Orthodox \ science is not sufficient for attaining a moral life; to it must be i

Church and the Church of England. Some proponents suggest that added special revelation and divine assistance./

canon law initially arose in the New Testament era as thc? Jerusa- \.! :
Jemn church formed the apostolic college in order to establish some. | ~ontological ethics, The method of moral reasoning that asserts |
general theological and ethical guidelines for el maeed=s A d‘:l?;th:hzg;toral propriety of an act resides entirely in the act, being |
where (Acts 15). These rules grew throughout the first century T7 | rehow connected to what is intrinsic to the act itself, and is not |
til they were eventually codified by the Western churchin the Cor- \ iﬁa endent upon the intent or the motive of the doer (see also inten- i
pus iuris canonici. The term “canon law,” as an expression of | tioi) Thore ace several forms of deontological ethics, mclu@g act- |
ecclesial rules, is generally not used by Protestants. deon:tologism and *rule-deontologism. The nﬂeédenntf:logl;al aﬁ; |
i terrmne 0
cardinal virtues. A term used especially in *virtue ethics to refer to proach suggests that moral behaYIOt shoﬁclllzfmgﬁons. Advgcates
the central or principle character traits that lie at the heart of, or | or more rules that govern all a;;oni an;md how moral reasoning
promote, the *good life. *Plato spoke about four principle virtues differ over the nu.mber. b e Eksuich two or more rules are in
that he saw as being related to the three functions (or perhaps ought to proceed in a situation in W truth-telling and the protec-
“parts"”) of the soul. Thus, *wisdom corresponded to reason, *cour- conflict (such as the CGnﬂlctlgemegnm the biblical story of Rahab
age to spirit or *will, and *temperance to desire or appetite, with tion of innocent perst:ns o mﬁf ized a monistic form of rule-
*justice forming the integrative virtue. Sometimes the Greek cardi- [Josh 2]). Im.ma:}uel IRk DOR anfzthe *categorical imperative.
nal virtues are listed as *prudence, justice, temperance and *forti- deontologism Wl?';hls art}:ulahon ©
tude. As a Christian ethicist, *Thomas Aquinas accepted these four depravity. See total depravity. ik P free
g X : the concept Of "I1€€
butbelieved that they were to be subordinate to the three *theolog- determinism. Generally defined in Spp?s1hon tots ﬂ:at all 1-Fumanbe-
ical virtues of *faith, hope and *love. will, *determinism, as it relates to e Bfiecr)f rior causes. Natu-
casuistry. Linked to the idea of “case law,” casuistry refers to any haviors are ’t}:'le necessary Or mevltalzliéits result%f prior causes ina
form of argument about moral or legal issues that argues from the ral determinism sees all events as a
abstract to the particular. Casuistry seeks, then, to apply abstract
or universal moral *principles to particular, unique cases (see also :
universal moral judgments). Ethicists often claim that casuistry is Ch:iuc; of . L thro}tghout the universe. Theclog-
found in the New Testament, such as in Paul's attempt to apply — m aseerts that God directly or indirectly causes all
Christian principles to the question of eating meat that had been events: Viany ethn.usts reject both forms of determinism on the as-
irln}pttonmgl}?t neither allows for the possibility of free human
oice, w. i i ihili
sacrificed to idols (1 Cor 8). Casuistry as a form of moral argument ® founda..non'al for moral *responsibility.

developed in the late Middle Ages as a means of assisting priests
as they served as confessors. Some adherents of *situation ethics
reject casuistry on the basis of the uniqueness of every ethical *de-
cision-making context. See also probabilism.



emotivism. An alternate term for *noncognitivism, the theory that
ethical judgments do not carry cognitive meaning, that is, ﬂ'.lEY do
not ascribe moral properties to acts or persons, at least not in any
manner that is objectively true or false. Taken to the extreme, emo-
tivism declares that ethical statements are merely the forceful ex-
pression of a speaker’s emotions. Many proponents, however, .adfi
that such expressions have the goal either of commanding a simi-
lar emotion in the hearer or of evoking approval or disapproval in

__the hearer. ©

eudaemonism. An ethical theory that asserts that *happiness is
the highest *good and the basis for moral *obligation. *Aristotle
is often cited as proposing an ethic of happiness. Yet he under-

stood the term not as denoting a psychological state but as refer- |

ring to well-being or living well. Christian ethicists debate the
question as to whether happiness can form the basis for or th_e
goal of the ethical life, especially in the light of Jesus’ admoni- |
tion to his disciples to seek first the reign and *righteousness of I

_ God (Mt 6:33).

golden mean. An aphorism coined by *Aristotle that asserts tha’c.tlte
excellence of the moral virtues consists in habitual moderation.

The *principle of the golden mean suggests thata *virtue liesinthe |

i L e is the mean
mean between deficiency and excess. Thus, *courag :
between cowardice (the *vice of deficiency) and foolhardmess (the

vice of excess),

|

heteronomy. The approach to ethical reflection in which moraland. |

ethical *principles are derived from a source outside the individ-
ual, such as revelation or an authoritative institution. Immanuel
*Kant rejected heteronomy in favor of *autonomy. In his estima-

tion, morals arise through the exercise of the autonomous ra- '

tional *will.

E

metaethics. A synonym for *analytical ethics, the aspect of philo-
sophical or *general ethics that examines the nature and grounds
of ethical beliefs. Metaethics includes the study of the meaning of
ethical concepts such as “*right,” “*good,” “free,” “responsible.” It

i

explores the various proposed methods of justifying moral asser- |

tions. It also raises the question of how *ethics itself can be ration- |

ally justified. Thus it asks, “Why be moral?”

moral autonomy. The belief that moral direction is internal, arising
through the operation of a principle resident within the individual
moral agent. In the Enlightenment, the locus of moral *autonomy
was believed to lie in the light of reason present within each hu-

man being, which in turn gave the individual access to universal

*law written into the very structure of the universe.

natural Jaw: A *law presumed to be grounded in *nature jtself,

A

natural law is a *norm for ethical behavior that is deemed binding
on all humans because it coheres with the human essence (see also
human nature) or with the structure of the universe, perhaps be-
cause it was legislated by God. The idea initially arose among the
ancient Greeks and Romans, especially the *Stoics. But it came to
the fore in the Christian tradition as thinkers drew from both phi-
losophy and the Bible to devise a theory of *morality and *politics
that could be understood to be universally applicable. Insofar as
natural laws can be known by reason alone, without revelation,

they provide guidance for all humans,

and when followed they

enham:e. the *common good, but also render each person morally
Fes.ponsnble toa divine judge. In jurisprudence, natural law theory
15 invoked to set limits to the legislative Pprerogatives of rulers, In

this sense, it forms an alternative to legal positivism, which sug- |

gests that human sovereigns are not subject to constraints from J

any higher court of appeal. ¢

intuition. A means to knowledge that appeals to an immediate in- |
sight into a particular reality or state of affairs that arises apart |
from inference or general rules. *Kant understood intuition to be |
the passive sense-awareness that produces a specific information |
base through the cooperation of imagination and discursive un-
derstanding; this intuited knowledge yields a type of data whose
detail was the responsibility of the sciences to establish. See also in-
tuitionism; prima facie duty. .

intuitionism. Also known as nonnaturalism, a theory of justifica- '

tion that asserts that basic ethical concepts are gained through *in-
tuition rather than deduced from sense perception or scientific ob-
servation. Because these concepts arise through intuition, rather
than by deductive reasoning, they are self-evident. According to
G. E. Moore, goodness (se¢ good, goodness) is the best example of
an ethical concept that is self-evident and known through direct
apprehension. Ethical judgments, statements about what is *right,
in turn, are derived from this direct perception of goodness, for
right means “cause of a good result.” ¢

. magisterium. The group of persons, generally vocational theolo-
- glans and church officials, who by virtue of their Place within the
teaching office of the Roman Catholic Church possess the author-
ity to determine the content of and to pass on to others official
church doctrine, teachings and practices. The Magisterium in a nar-

row sense designates the authoritative body of teachings within
the Roman Catholic Church, as set forth by the bishops acting un-
der the authority of the pope. The teaching of faith and morals is
the primary objective of the magisterium.

pluralism. As a general term, the outlook characterized by the ad-
vocacy and embrace of the presence of variety and diversity, As a
philosophical term, pluralism is the perspective that elevates the

categories of diversity, multiplicity and difference, rather than ho-

mogeneity, unity and sameness. In social theory, pluralism is the
celebration of a social system that Ppromotes the presence, *auton-
omy and ongoing development of diverse reli gious, ethnic, racial
and social groups within the system. Pluralism as a stance in the-

ology is the belief that there are many paths to and expressions of

truth about God, and several equally valid means to salvation. In

“ethics, pluralism generally refers to the belief that all moral prin-

ciples arise out of a particular *community that espouses them,
and that in any *society that includes a multiplicity of moral com-

——

munities a plurality of possibly competing ethical systems will ex- -

ist simultaneously. Pluralists often add that because an act or

*principle of action can only be judged from within the context of
the particular community that espouses it, there is no universal

standpoint from which to adjudicate the debate among moral
communities or to determine definitively which ethical system is
valid. Some pluralists conclude from this situation that the various

ethical systems are equally valid. See also conventionalism; relativ-

ism; tolerance; universal moral judgments,



pragmatism. As a philosophical concept, an epistemélogical theory
that assumes that every truth or idea has practical conéequences
and that these practical consequences are a critical test of its truth-
fulness. Some pragmatists add that there are no transcendental
sources of truth; therefore, truth and values are relative to their

usefulness to either individuals or societies. Pragmatists such as

Wﬂ.ham James regard the world as ethically neutral but capable of
bemg* ln:ll.DrO\.."Ed.. In *ethics, pragmatism is sometimes associated
with *utilitarianism, insofar as both appeal to results in the process
of making moral judgments.

probabilism. A *principle, especially prominent among Jesuit propo-

nents of *casuistry and articulated in the Latin phrase lex dubia non
obligat, that states that a person is released from an *obligation when
thorough investigation fails to dispel uncertainty regarcing the
moral status of the proposed obligation. Some ethicists restate the
principle in a positive form as declaring that an action may be per-
formed without incurring moral culpability if the agent has probable
reason to believe that it is legitimate or has a seemingly valid moral
rationale in favor of it. Another reformulation of the principle de-
clares that in a case of sincere doubt, the course of action that favors
liberty may be followed. Critics aver that probabilism promotes
moral laxity, for it means that an individual’s decision to act or to dis-
miss an obligation can be based on a single expression of probable
doubt by an authoritative moralist. Moreover, the circumstances en-
demic to nearly every situation are so complex as to produce some
measure of doubt about any prescribed *duty or course of action.

prudence. A *virtue that entails practical *wisdom or the ability to

adapt appropriate means wisely in order to reach a *good or bene-
ficial goal, especially through the exercise of foresight. Prudenc_e
was often listed among the *cardinal virtues in classical Greek phi-
losophy, but it has been praised by Christian thinkers .as.welll. *f}u—
gusﬁne, for example, defined prudence as *love distinguishing
with sagacity between what hinders it and what helps it. *Iitomas
X:iuinaa understood prudence as the intellectual virtue that clirects
z{person to the choice of the right means to a proper end. In ::eE:ent
years, prudence has been used in the narrower sense of cautious
wisdom or the exercise of discretion or careful reflection prior to
acting, It has also been erroneously associated with prudishriess.

I} _re.]atiw:sm. As a general concept, the assertion tha
:?ns.t, Judgmf_nts or claims to truth are condition
¢ :;10 Esne Enm%}fni;actors connected to the persons or groups that

‘ em; the theory that the basis for all ; i

. colrdfnfg to time, place, and personal or g—:aupj ;def;l:?SVZa;isnac-
;:i;tlwsm assumes that the context in which any discours;:' occ:g
ﬁvj;.lencesdlilis outcome or the conclusions that arise from it. Rela-
o aum d;:a y leads to tl}e conclusion that the situational chz;racter

e course means either that no *absolutes or universals exist
WhiChrvev :z.;rlfl‘gly ﬂ;hat we have no access to a standpoint ﬁ'orr;

reach conclusions about what i

ac is absolute or uni-

i uni:

a;rjsz;; I\iforal relativism declares that assertions about the *right
and & s goqd, as well as *laws or *principles. that guide hum
aljzz‘ ; ;2:&;01’, aref contextually conditioned. See alsg convenﬁo?‘ln
H m; pluralism; i i 1
sk ; pluralism; postmodern ethics; universal moral

t all beliefs, opin-
ed by and depen-

i

slippery slope. An argument that cautions ééajh;s—t_aﬂagc‘m that
may not necessarily be objectionable in itself on the basis that it
would set in motion a train of events that would lead to an unde-
sirable outcome. The slippery slope argument has been used in the
debates over several contemporary ethical issues. For example,
some ethicists argue against legalizing voluntary *euthanasia be-
cause it will lead to such evils as the imposition of social expecta-
| tions on elderly or terminally ill persons to end their lives prema-
turely or that it will open the door to *involuntary euthanasia.

teleological ethics. An approach to moral reasoning, sometimes

known as consequentialism, that asserts that the rightness or
wrongness of an act is determined by its outcome, namely, by the
amount of *good it produces or *evil it prevents. Hence, in ary
given situation the moral agent should inquire as to which act will
produce the greatest possible balance of good over evil-Propo-
nents of the teleological approach differ with each other regarding
whose benefit ought to be the concern of the moral agent, some ar-

guing that one’s own good is the sole concern (*ethical egoism),

whereas others aver that the good of others must be considered

(*utilitarianism).

Iy of moral Teasoning within *teleclogical eth
e -

+ anvact is helpful or harmul in the worg . - SeBTe€ f0 which

_ ngness of an act. Moral;lii whole, to determine

act that brings about ﬂ-leVing; therefore, con-

the greatest numper of petf;;:mt Cilecc of
|



