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bj . ti n to thinking of th moraJ authori
p r and taro there IDS t b mor
allow b tween divine and human dn

n n th r a ur Father in hea en loy u it ems to be pr upp
e n though our 10 e can be at t but a pal irnita' n of di in I
mak it good for u to loy i not wholly diff ent fr m what mak
f r d t I v .

H w v r (1) impli that di ine m ral dn
di in ommand only if moral obligation attach to
th divin command th ri t' t rno . to deny ju thi. Hth kind() 0

m ral tatus th tar en nd r d by di ine ommand ar ttributabl nJy to
r ror th n no puzzJ c n an e ov r the n tiroti n f di in m rali b

di in ommand. [f thi mov is t work it ill ha e to L v a uitabl kind
of m raj tatu op n for od. I hall now laborat thi ugg ti n.

t n id r th f mily of moral t rm that rno t entrall in Iud
ou ht duty' and' bligati n'. I have aJr ady mad explicit, I am takin
the divin mmand th ri t to up that it i fac expr ibl in uch
term th t ar n tiro d b divine ornmand. ow if it i imp ible for

od t h v duti r obJi ation if it cannot r be tru that od ought to
do m thing r ther th n divin mmand can b n tiNtiv of the
ort of moraJ fa for human hein and hap ot~ r cr atur bile

I ing other orts of fact th tare n tirotiv of di in m ral do
orb rwi on ritut d. What r n at th re to upp this to be

[...]
An ut w uld to I t Kant pr vide our ar ument.

o far a it c nstrains a will
f this mmand i II d

d by an ought' and th r by indi te the
of r n to a will hi h i n t in its

. Thi r Latioo
d t do or to
hich d not
good thing to

uJd qualLy ubj t to bje ti
c nc iv d a c 0 trained by them
ac ording to it own ubj covel
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'WHAT EUTHYPHRO SHOULD HAVE SAID t

r qU1.nng d to lov other i the modal factual tatem nt that d
n arily 10 hat r oth r there ar .

onor tump ha urged in conv r arion that if d hould br ak a
p omi e then h would be doing omething he ought n t t d· and thi
implie that 'ought doe hav applicati n to od. y reply i that if d
hould do omething that i forbidd n by a valid and applicable moral

p inciple (and th e ample a urn that breakin a pr mi on the part f
od would that) thi would how that he d have tend nei to act in

c ntrav ntion of moral prin iple and 0 'ought' would be applica I to him
be au e of that. In other word tump' argument how only that 'ought'

ould b applicable to od under certain counterfactual c ndition (inde d
c unterpos ible condition if God is e entially perf ctly god), n t that
( ught' i appli able to him a thing are.

But what about 'right' and wrong? I it corr t to ay that G d a rightly
yen if e an't a that h ac a he ught? . C. Ewing in th pa a e

r f rred to in note 4 ndor e that po irion. othing in chi pap r hang on
h w we decide that i sue, but I am inclined to think that, a 'right i mo t
c nerally u d in moral con~ it i tied to terms of the "ou he' family and
b rrow i di tinctive forc from them. In a king what i th right thin for
me to do in this situation. I am I think, a king what I ought to do in thi
ituation. Ewing and other hold the view that 'right' in moral contexts mean

m thin lik 'fitting' or 'appropriat ' (in a c rraiD pecific way) and h nc
d not carry the for e f 'required', 'bound' culpable if not, that i
di tinctive of 'ought' and 'obligation . I am not inclined to agree but it i
of no m m nt f r th pr ot problem.

If thi uffic to make pIau ible the view that term of the ought' family
apply only where there i at lea t the po sibility of contravention and that i
all I am aspiring to here, w can apply the point to our Euthyphro problem.
The divine command theor; t can an w r th 0 obj tj n und r con-
ideration as follow . Divine command ar con titutiv of fact of th form

morally ought to do N. Since no uch fact apply to God, w don't have t
think f the goodn of God, or any a pe [ rh r f, ani ring f hi
c mplianee with hi own command a on i ring in hi doing what He
ou ht to do a determined by hi command. If we want [0 ay that moral
g do can attribu~ d t a bein only if that bein i ubj to th
moral ought, hi moral obligati n and the like then we won [ ay that od
1 tri tly p akin ,morally g d. But od:an till ball d g d by irrue
of hi lovingn ju tice and mercy qualitie that are moral vinu in a

in ubject to th moral ou ht. In the language of up rv nien e pan of
od goodnes is supervenient on characteri tics that are th foundari n of

moral go do in a being with contrary t nden ie. inee I can't ee that
nything of ub tane hang on it, I will ontinue t peak of God moral

g dn remembering that chi will differ nt from human m ral g d-
o ,apart fr m dif£ enc in d gr in the wa e haven empha i -
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ing v n when on what ar n rically th am a tio
t nden i .7

ina di ine command th ory do not rul out a atisfa tory
m r I dn f d it nabl u to ap th arbitrarin

far £r m b in arbitrary d' ommand t us ar an
ped ct go dn . in hip rfectly g d by nature it i imp
d hould command u to act in way that are not for th t. What if

h uId command u to a rifi ev rything for the acqu· iri n f p w r? (
ar a umin that thi i not f r th t.) Would it th r b b ur m r
obligation? The an wer to this depend on how it is be t to handle UbjunctiVi
onditional ith impo ible ant den. But hate er our 10 i of condi­

tion Iii n t a ub rantiv difficulty ju t b au th r i n p ibility f th
truth f the ant ed nt.

T h lp nail down thi p int I t' can ider anoth r form of the arbitrarin
obj crion that on th divin ommand th ory ad auld hav no r a on or at
lea t no ad quat moral reason, for i uing th command h doe i u. 0

if it i ruI d that th nly thin that oun a moral r a on for i uing
c mmand t do A i that th addr e morally ought to do 0 ha a mor
duty or obLi arion to do then od c noor have a mor I rea on for hi
command. in the addre ee ha e a moral obli ati n t do A nly b
virtu of th fact that th ommand to d i addr d t th m by God
i not a fa t obtaining indep nd ntly f th ommand that God ouId take a
a rea on for i uing th command. I ha e air ady indicat d that I d n t wan
t g tint n rgum nt r th b undad f t m r I' and I w n't ot
thi point even thou h I think that the term m ral rea n' i correctly applied
to fact father rts f r e arnpL that an a t would b a repaying of a
kindn or that it i a go d thing to b hav in a c rrain ay. But bow ver w
decide t u e the term moral', the fact remain that d can have an adequat
rea n for i uin the command he i u nam Iy, that it i be t for us to
b ha a h command u to behave. In oth r word , hi command can
c n titutiv f m ral obligati n f r u ev n th ugh ther ar bj ctive fa
about what i 0 d or be t that obtain ind pendently of divin command.

If wh t I hav b en aying i corr ct, a divine command th ori t can avoid
b ing impal d nth fir then f the dil mma at lea t 0 far a the d nger of
that h m tern fr m the two difficulti w hav b n di cu ing. But p rhap
h ha aped th fir t horn only to be impaled on the and. e ad dour
two bjection by taking divine g dn ,inclucling th g dn of di in
acti nand aeti n t nd nci not to b con titut d b conforrni to di in
command but rather to be a fact logically prior to any di ine commandin
activity. And th arne cODSid ration mat 1 d to this p irion will quail
con train u to take divin go dn to b independ nt of all divin volition or

luntary ctivity. or if od b ing good· a matt r of d' arc in out
what h will f r whatev r divine willing, th n the arbitrarine objection
appli in full fore' and divine g dn b m triviaJi d a G d carei
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