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The unp recedented techno log ica l advances and soc ia l changes of recent years hav

that we re neve r thought of befo re . ( 1 ) Is it r ight to p ro long l i fe at the costه

-ofhuman su ffe r ing ? Is there such a th i ng as a r ight to p r ivacy ? Shou ld d rugs be depe

-nalized? etc . . . I t is to these conc rete cases and spec i f ic mo ra l p rob lems that mo ra l ph

have been cha l lenged to app l y the concepts , p r inc ip les and methods of the i

app l ied eth ics mo ra l th i n k ingس@1؟(

no longe r the bus i ness of the ph i losophe rs a lone bu t someth i ng in wh ich the large

is now engagedلاهه

-ani t ass ist us in the reso l ut ion of conc rete eth ica l con

desp i te the fact that its theor ies are a l l cont rovers ia l ? What k ind of p r inc ip le

gu ide ou r th ink i nq about mo ra l p rob lems and what k ind of sk i l ls shou ld we5؟5لا

-Thea im of th is pape r is to answer these quest ions i n a manل@س@7ح؟

.
ner that is c lea r and access ib le to non -

ph i losopher

1 . Mora l ity and mora l ph i losoph

1 . Mora l ity

4 ) «mo ra l ity» refe r to the va lues , be l iefs and p r inc ip les he ld by a

or a g roup what is a r igh or w rong act ion
,
a good o r bad cha racte r , just anc

،
un j ust laws and inst itut ions . To c la im (reasonab ly o r not) that the new tax law is un j us

is bad
,
stea l i ng is a l l r i g ht is to make mo ra l judgment

1 . 2 Convent iona l and reflect ive mo ra l it

it is most ly i n t imes of cr is is that we ref lect consc ious ly on t he p r inc ip les anc

be l iefs that are operat ive in ou r mo ra l judgments . Othe rw i se mo ra l judgments and dec

cons ist i n the spontaneous obed ience to the ru les of one
'

s commun ity that ar

th roug h educat ion . U ncerta in ly about how to so lve mora l prob lems ra ised b

tech no log ica l deve lopmen ts ,
conf l icts between the inte rests of d iffe rent i nd iv i d ua l

between dut ies such as a docto r
'

s duty to save l i fe and ease su ffer inq are the k ind o

that fo rce an ind iv i dua l to ask : What is r ight and what is wronq ? In cases l i k

on au tho r i ty ,
hab it and conven t ions tc2اء
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-idewhat is r igh t and what is wrong but th in k for ou rse lves , we are engaged in ref lec4حء

.tivemo ra l ity . Mora l ph i losophy is a form of ref lect ive mo ra l it

1 . 3 Mo ra l ph i losoph

Normat ive eth ics

-eobject of no rا

ح@صا1.5

eth ics is the ident i f icat ion of the most bas ic mora l p r inc i p les Chat shou ld gu id

I f you th in k an act ion is r igh t o r w rong depend i ng on its consequences you ar

mot ive , the intent ior

the agent o r the accordance of the act ion w ith a ru le you are a deonto log ist . In add it io

consequent ia l isme and deonto logy ,
the re are mora l theo r ies that are based ont th

of r ights . These are the th ree ma jor eth ica l t heo r ies . I n recent years the re has bee

new i n tArPst in nnc ient v i rtue nth ics _ Th i s is not concerned w i th what makes an act io

o r w ronq but what makes a person a good person and what tra its of characte

s ho u l d be nu rtu re

Metaeth ics

@
Metaeth ics is the study of mo ra l language ,

its ob ject is the mean ings of mo ra l term

status of mo ra l j udgmen ts i . e .
,
whether they are exp ress ions of fee l ings , descr i pt ion

commands ,
and mo ra l reason ing . I ts impo rtance fo r app l ied eth ics is most obv ious i r

h ica l confl icts are some!

the resu lt of confus i ng mo ra l ity w ith other doma ins in w ich the not ions of r ight an

good and bad , just and unjust occu r i . e .

,
law

,
re l ig ion

,
manners et

1 . 4 Mo ra l ity and other d isc ip l ines

.1.4.1Mo ra l ity and ind iv idua l fee l ings , tastes and op in ion

debat i ng mo ra l i ssues it often happens that a person says : «the re is no po int i

th is d iscuss ion
,
what 1 fee l i s r ight is r ight fo r me ,

what you fee l is r ight is r igh

you ,
mora l ity is a rnatte r of ind iv idua l fee l in

Such reason ing i s f lawed in many respect

mo ra l i ty were a matter of ind iv i dua l fee l ing , op in ions and tastes we wou ld have no

g round on wh ich to condemn wrongdœrs , everyth ing wou l d be perm i tted . But sub ject

may not be w i l l i ng to accept that eve ryth inq is pe rm i tte

makes sense to ask someone to g ive reason s for ho ld ing a certa in mora l pos it ion

not fo r hav i ng a part icu la r taste o r fee l ing . i n add it ion
,
we can conv ince someone t

a part icu la r mo ra l pos it ion us ing rat iona l arguments but we cannot conv inc

to change h is/her taste . Th is shows that mo ra l ity is not a matter of fee l ing o



1 . 4 . 2 Mora l ity and the Ia

it be that mo ra l ity is noth inq but the law ? It is unden iab le that the law ofte

the mora l code of soc iety and enfo rces it . Thus
,
many act ions that are mora l IV

neutra l o r good are lega l and many act ions that are immora l are i l lega l . St i l l
,
mora l ity ca

not be reduced to the law for the fo l low ing reason

may a l low o r even req u i re act ions that are mo ra l ly offens ive : the Ame r icar-7؟@

-fugitives lave law of 1 850 requ i red c i t izens to he lp in the captu re and the retu rn of run

laves to the i r owners . Yet s lavery is mora l ly rep rehens ib leوللأة

Somet imes the law p roh ib i ts act ions that are mora l ly neu tra l o r good . P rema r ita l

at ions between consent ing matu re peop le are mo ra l l y neut ra l and may even be goo

yet they are i l leqa l in count r ies l i ke Saud i Arab ia and I ran

.Moralitytakes i ntent ions in to account , the law does not
-

l lega l in the Un ited States

1 973 and became lega l afterwards . It does not make sense to say it became mo ra l o

immo ra l

aw is subject to mo ra l eva luat ion : I t is often on the bas is of mo ra l ity that laws-،3@ا

.areenacted or revoke

Mora l ity and p rudence4.6.و

,Althoughit is i n ind iv idua ls
'

interests to be mo ra l
,
what is in an ind iv i dua l

'

s interes

is p rudent ia l
,

is not to be confused w ith what is mo ra l . I n mo ra l ity we take int

ou r interests as we l l as those of others , p rudence is concerned w ith the inte rest

exerc ice regu lar ly ,
»

,
«do not smoke» a re p rudent ia l nol

statement

1 . 4 . 4 Mora l ity and manne r

be po l ite
,
carefu l not to offend others ,

to know how to ta l k and behave in compan

othe r peop le and on spec ia l occas ions is to have good man ners . But someone wh

qood manners is rot necessar i ly a mo ra l person and someone who has bad manner

not necessar i ly an immora l persan . Be ing rude does not have the same se r iousness a

cheat inq o r stea l in

4 . 5 Mora l ity and re l ig ion.!

Even though a l l re l ig ions enforce a certa in code of behav io r and may mot ivate peop l

behave mora l ly ,
mo ra l ity can do w ithout re l ig io

a matter of fact ,
not a l l peop le who are mo ra l are re l ig ious and many re l ig ions

mmands may be immo ra l : Span ish inqu is it ion ,
w itch hunts ,

amputat ions of hands i

.Islamet
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Not a l l the a rgumen ts advanced by re l ig ions for the sake ofmora l ity are of a re l ig iou s-

-nature: t ruth te l l ing , just ice ,
the p roh ib it ion of k i l l ing etc . . .

,
can be defended independe

of a l l re l ig iou s not ion

arguments are based on facts and p
r inc i p les sha red and accepted by a l l

, they-

ْ

requا@- i re a h ig he r deg ree of object iv ity that those that serve to suppo rt an ind iv i dua l
'

s

.qiousbe l ief

ma jo r conceptua l d i ff icu l ty of the d iv ine command theo ry ,
however dates f rom-

5 l i k ing of a th ing that makes it mora l ly

o r does God l i kes a th ing because it is good ? If it is God
'

s app rova l that makes

r igh t mo ra l ity is arb it ra ry ; if God changed h is m ind wou ld ki l l ing st i l ) be wrong ? I

the other hand , God l i kes a th inq because that th ing is good ,
we are back where w

started and st i l ) do not know what makes a th ing r ig h t

-Infact ,
it may be re l ig ion t hat is dependent on mo ra l ity for one of the reason we wo r

p God i s that God is good . A god that is powerfu l but not good may be fea red but i

wo rth ou r respect let a lone ou r ado rat io

1 . 5 The M in imum concept ion of mora l i t

mora l ity is not re l ig ion
,
the law ,

fee l ings ,
customs o r et iquette ? What are its essent ia

7 a reس@37؟

.Rationality.The fi rst cond it ion of mora l ity is not to accept anyth ing uncr it ica l ly

ess we can show that a certa in cou rse of act ion is just if ied ,
that a case can be mad

fo r i t ,
it is not mo ra

ess . Fo rce , th reats and ccerc ion have no p lace in mora l ity . In mora l

bates ,
log ic shou ld p reva i l ; we have to get the other to accept a certa in po int of v ie

i t can be p roven to be better not because it appea ls to our fee l ing

In dec id inq what is a mora l act ion the interests of a l l ind iv idua ls are-

.givenequa l we ight . Nobody is g ranted any spec ia l p r iv i leg

A good reason is a reason that can stand up when tested aga inst cr iter ia
-

.thatare pub l ic rather than p r ivate fee l ings of ind iv idua ls

,Humanism.Mora l ity seeks to en r ich human l i fe and imp rove its qua l ity
-

2 . Pr inc ip led mo ra l ity

Inا so far as mora l ity is based on reason and reason is a ru legoverned act iv ity , eth ic

shou ld be made ont he bas is of p r inc ip les and ru les . These p r inc ip les shou l

a set of forma i cond i t ions w ithout wh ich they cannot be sa id to be mora l p r inc ip le

a l l and they shou l d fo l low log ica l ly from a theo ry o r i deo logy we deem acceptab l

app ly to part icu la r cases th rough ru les . They are more pervas ive and mor

.fundamentalthan ru le



Eth ica l Theor ies

Pr inc ip les

Ru les

Part icu la r Judgments and Act ion

.2.1.The Fo rma t cond it ions that mora l p r inc ip les shou ld meet

:(5)Beaucham p and Ch i ld ress have ident if ied th ree such cond it ion

They must ref lec t idea ls that take p recedence over most other mora l cons iderat ion

shou l d be accepted by a l l peop le concerne

They shou ld be un ive rsa l izab le . Th is means that they shou ld be app l icab le to a l l s im i la

s ituat ions i n the same wa

.3.The i r focus shou ld be the we l l be i ng of othe rs rather than the agen t
'

s we l l be i n

(6)5Raw ls added the fo l low i ng cond it io

Mo ra l p r i nc ip les shou l d be genera l . They shou l d not i dent i fy part icu lar persans o

iat ions spec i f ica l lح

They shou ld be un ive rsa l in app l icat ion . They app ly to everybody and shou ld be ch

i n l ight of eve rybody
'

s comp l iance w i th them

.3.They shou l d be pub l ic . Al l peop le concerned shou ld accept and understand the

They shou l d impose an o rder on conf l ict i ng c la ims . We shou ld be ab le to appea l t

to reso lve eth ica l conf l ict

They shou ld const i tute the f ina l cou rt of appea l and may even overr ide what law an

customs requ i r

s th i rd and f ifth cond it ions are s im i lar to Beauchamp
'

s f i rst cond it ion . Man

ment ioned one or the othe r but on ly Raw ls
'

s l ist is exhaust ive . Thus ,
Hare ta lks

about « u n iversa l izab i l ity » and D . A . J . R icha rds about «fi na l ity» ,
«

gene ra l ity
» and «U n

on ly that mo ra l ru les be «meant fo r everybody
» and be « ، fo rلا

,7)،(.thegood of everyone a l i k

2 . 2 _ Mora l theor ies

,Tojust i fy mo ra l p r i nc ip les one may appea l to e i ther ut i l itar ian ism
,
Kant ian deonto logy

-rightseth ics , âne of the var iet ies of the theo r ies o r even to severa l theo r ies i n comb in

.tion



Ut i l itar ian ism is the v iew that where a person has a cho ice between d ifferent cou rse

act ion the r igh act ion is the one that p roduces the g reatest ba lance of pleasure ove

largest poss i b le number of peop le
,
everyone g iven equa l cons i derat ion

Kant on the other hand ,
non act ion is mo ra l un less it is mot ivated by duty . And to

be mot ivated by duty means to be aware of the mo ra l law as a categor ica l imperat iv

is , as an abso lute command d i rected to a l l men that certa in th ings be done anc

.(51)94 less of the consequences and what one happens to des i

determ ine whether an act ion is r i ghth or not ask what wou ld happen if it were made

a ru le and everyone acted in accordance w ith i t . I f it can be un iversa l ized w ithout invo l

-vingits autho r in a cont rad ict ion it is pe rm iss i b le
,
otherw ise it is not . Th is is the fi rst formu

-lationof the bas ic p r inc ip le ca l led the Categorical Imperative (1 1) . The second fo rmu l

makes it a duty not to be interfere w ith a person
'

s exerc ice of h is o r her capac ity fo

) 1 2( . The th i r

of the Categorical Impera tive requ i res that we shou ld let our act ions b

by ru les of ou r own making we th ink a l l rat iona l be ings ought to obey and no

(31).byou r des i res ,
inc l inat ions o r any exte rna t autho r i t

to r ights
- based mo ra l it ies ,

they are bu i lt on the idea that a l l ind iv idua ls are ent it led

to do ,
have or enjoy some th ings such as freedom and prope rty ,

not because of any re l

o r ag reement but s imp ly in v i rtue of the i r be i ng human

?How can these theo r ies he l p us so lve p ract ica l mora l p rob lems

-Utilitarianismhas many advantages for app l ied eth ics : it is pract ica l
,

it p rov ides a s i

p r inc i p le fo r judg ing whether an act ion is r ight or wrong ,
i t is impart ia l and it conform

ou r ord i nary mora l consc iousness w ith its emphas is on happ i ness , p leasu re an

Its usefu lness fo r app l ied eth ics can be seen in cost - benef it ana lys is used in c l in ica

mak in

deonto logy p rov ides soc ia l eth ic ists w ith good arguments fo r the ind iv idua l
'

s

nterference w ith a person
'

s free7)أح

-domfo r the sake of another person , soc iety or even fo r the benef it of that person is a v i

of one
'

s r igh t to persona l autonomy . I n b ioeth ics
,
Kant

'

s theo ry puts the not ion o

consent on secu re foundat ions and rep laces the paterna l ist ic mode l of docto

re lat ionsh ip w i th a contractua l re lat ionsh ip that respects the autonomy of bot

docto r and the pat ie n

not ion of r ights enab les ind iv idua ls to stand up fo r themse lves and c la im to b

w ith respect ,
as ends not as means on ly . I t may ,

a lso , be used to requ i re other

to interfe re w ith the r ight beare r
'

s exerc ise of an act iv i ty o r en joyment of someth in

even to take pos i t ive steps to p rov ide h im or he r w ith some good such as a m in imu

of l iv ing o r decen t wo rk cond i t ion s

?Are the re any pr i nc ip les on wh ich a l l these th ree theor ies ag re

and Just ice.

the obv ious d ifferences in the i r app roaches and the i r metap r inc ip les such aE

duty ,
r ig h ts o r ut i l ity ,

the major eth ica l theo r ies do ag ree on a numbe r of no rmat ive pr i

2



-ciplesthat shou ld g u ide eth ica l dec is ions mak i ng . Beauchamp and Ch i ld ress have art i

-culatedfou r such bas ic p r i nc ip les : autonomy ,
benef icence

,
non

-

ma lef icence and just

ح@

Autonomy : To be autonomous means not be inq sub ject to the cont ro l of others i

dec is ions that a re impo rtant to one
'

s l ife and i n act i ng upon them . The p r inc ip le

o f au tonomy requ i res t reat i ng peop le as capab le of rat iona l act ions and fo rbids i nte rfe

-ringw ith the i r autonomy [ un less they are menta l ly i ncompeten t o r the i r autonomy co

be ing of others . The p r i nc ip le of autonomy g round s@،هللا

.threeimportan t mo ra l ru les : i n fo rmed consent
,
t ru th te l l i nq ,

and p r ivac

consent means that a su rg ica l operat ion ,
fo r examp le

,
cannot be pe rfo rme

the pat ient is i nfo rmed on the opt ions that are ava i lab le to h im and the r isks tha

i nvo lved
,
he understands the i n fo rmat ion and h is cho ice is vo luntary . P r ivacy has to

do w ith the extent a person contra is the access to informat ion about one
'

s l i fe . Truth te

bus iness and5@11+9@د،حْ(ا
.

h i rath i c.

ence : The pr i nc ip le on non
-

ma lef icence cons ists i n the proh ib it ion to inf l ic

to othe rs i n tent iona l ly . Th is p r i nc ip le may be ove rr iden in c i rcumstances whe re th

of some pa i n may p reven t wo rse harm o r may have a long term benef it fo r a

Theا p r i nc i p le of benef icence states a pos i t ive duty . I t d i rects us to improve the we

of othe rs and d im in ish harm . Benef icence and nonma lef icence may be thought o

i ng to F rankena ( 1 4) ,
the p r i nc ip les

of benef icence inc ludes fou r e lemen ts : one ought not to i nf l ict harm
,
one ought to p re

.ventev i l
, one ought to remove ev i l or harm and f i na l ly one ought to do or p romote goo

Frankena ,
th is o rde r ing ref lects the importance of each e lement so that the f i rst takes

p recedence over the second and so on . Beauchamp and Ch i l d ress d ist inqu ish two e l

in the pr i nc ip le of benef icence : prov i d i ng benef i ts and ba lanc ing harms an

1).3benef i t

-Justice: J ust ice has to do w ith the fa i r d istr ibut ion of bu rdens and henef its _ I t is esse

inequa l ly+

-buti n p ropo rt ion to the i r re levant d i ffe rences . I f A and B are equa l w i th respect to a cha

,racteristicM then the i r respet ive shares of a bu rden o r a benef i t shou ld be equa l . No

they are unequa l w i th respect to M then each one
'

s share shou l d be p ropo rt iona l to h i E

o r he r possess ion of M . The re a re severa l suggest ions as to what m ight se rve as the re le

-vantd i ffe rence i n the d istr i but ion of wea lth
, educat ion ,

hea lth : need ,
mer it o r cont r i b

I n p ract ice d i ffé ren t c r ite r ia have been taken as the re levant d ifference in d i fferen

: revenue i n i ncome tax ,
need in we l fare and hea l th care ,

me r it i n h i r ing et

3 . Mo ra l reason in

reason ing cons ists i n the app l icat ion of these mo ra l p r inc ip les to part icu la

5 i t requ i re

2



Be i ng ab le to d ist ingu ish no rmat ive eth ica l judgments from descr ipt ive judgment

to d ist ingu ish between mo ra l ity and re l ig ion
,

law , et iquette ,
customs and2@ا@+9"ة

.i ngs@ا

Obta in ing a l l the re levant factua l informat ion one can about the mora l prob lem and se

how they can he l p make a dec is ion

Test i nq the pr inc i p les one is us ing and see whether they sat isfy the cond it ions we l i

ted above

.5 . Be ing ab le to see the imp l icat ions and consequences of projected act ion

Determ in ing wh ich ru le takes p recedence over the othe r when there is a conf l ic

ru les and wh ich p r i nc ip les shou ld take precedence over the other when ther

.iplesح

.7Be i ng carefu l to fo l low the ru les of va l i d deduct ion

See inq - whether one is w i l l i ng to app ly the same dec is ion in a l l s im i lar c i rcumstance

9 . Be i ng impart ia l
, one can do th is th rough what Arcus ca l ls the « ro le exchange tes

ro le exchange test means s imp ly that we ask whether we wou l d be w i l l inç

exchanqe p laces w ith the person (s) most d isadvantaged in a s ituat ion . I f not
,
the

،،)1.somethingis p robab ly mo ra l ly wron

Conc lusio

ph i losophy p rov i des app l ied eth ics w ith important conceptua l c lar if icat ions

concern ing the mean ings of eth ica l terms and the essent ia l character ist ics of mo ra l it

a lso puts fo rward ru les fo r assess inq the pr inc ip les that gu i de dec is ions makings an

theor ies that ident i fy and just i fy some of these p r inc ip les . However , we shou l

expect mora l ph i losophy to pov i de ready made answers to a i l the prob lems ra ised b

new techno log ica l deve lopments and rap i d ly chang ing l ife styles . To dea l effect ive ly

w ith these p rob lems requ i res that we ba lance the interests of a l l ind iv i dua ls invo lve

r ights and dut ies accord ing to the i r impo rtance and adapt the normat ive theo rv we

deem acceptab le to the case in hand . Mo ra l prob lems ca l l fo r a know ledge of mora l ph

as we l l as an exerc ise of judgemen

Note
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