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Questions
1. What is the difference between character ethics and principle ethics (consequentialism)?
2. How would you define the word “character?”
3. How did Aristotle view the natural end (telos) of life?
4. How did Gilligan describe the difference between the justice ethic and the care ethic?
5. What was Hauerwas’s general view of the Christian ethic?
Answers
1. Character ethics focuses on one’s character as opposed to one’s actions whereas principle ethics focuses actions and moral principles.
2. Character can be understood as “the inner and distinctive core of a person from which moral discernment, decisions and actions spring.”
3. Aristotle viewed happiness as the natural end of life—which he defined was closely tied to virtue or excellence.  In his own words “he is happy who is active in accordance with complete virtue.”
4. In justice ethics, there is an emphasis of truth, rights and fairness, whereas the care approach emphasizes context, relationship and compassion.  In care ethics, “the moral problem arises from conflicting responsibilities rather than from competing rights, requiring for its resolution, a mode of thinking that’s contextual, as opposed to abstract.”
5. Hauerwas believed Christian ethics was primarily about “the kind of person we will be.”  Thus, the moral life is not about decisions but rather involves a ordering of our metaphors and narratives about God, ourselves and the world.  Christian ethics must never be separated from theology.
Terms
Character Ethics: ethics based not primarily on one’s actions, but rather on their character and configuration of dispositions encompassing his total life.
Consequentialist ethics: ethics focusing on the action, on either consequences or moral principles.
Deontological Approach: a principle where love is a norm or standard that one seeks to apply to a given, concrete situation or moral problem, with an emphasis on a behavioral response.
Summary

The chapter examines the movement of character ethics by examining four key figures who shaped this particular ethic: Aristotle, Carol Gilligan, Alasdair MacIntyre, and Stanley Hauerwas, who helped shape theological ethics. The chapter discusses similarities between Aristotle, Gilligan, and MacIntyre throughout time, generally in the sense of how they perceived the importance of becoming instead of focusing on one’s actions.  On the other hand, Stanley Hauerwas clarified ethics from a theological frame and how ethics requires a qualifier such as Christian ethics.  There is an argument made that although character ethics is a much more adequate approach than consequentialism, it is lop-sided, failing to address questions of meaning.
