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Wb B IEEES: (normative ethics) 1d, TIE LUWMTA EIZW\NR2 5 H D0 L) v
Zxt LC, BRI 2 2R L LD & LCE T, MEEE (ethical theory) & FEIEILD
IS OEEROKEIT., MEEOIMTICBNTT S, I<mbnTWa, fil i —fkr7rzh
FlFERIZEUL, ELVTA L3I EZ BRI LT DT84 THDL L SD, 72139 — A7
v hERICEIE, MEOICHERINDITA LT, WELARERITATHDL EEND, I
5O REWRFEREZ DY 7 U m— a3 2 FUlN, MERFEERIT. FHAEICHH L H W
OOWEHEENRTE 2, ZCR LTIl L, —OMROBEREL & TH D —F— K -
U4 UT LAXNB, IELWTAZ LT 2 MEF R E O ORI HMEE R Lz, £
DL, 2 < OIRFEITED, HmEEE W o728 LWMRESROBImOFK & b2 o7, i
FUINETEDDONTEY | BT X2 O@mAEEL TN D,

AFRIT, 20O, U T LR XD mEFHEGRRE 2 RET 5, BAEmIZE, 107
7 U7 41Z X DG (integrity objection)] & [—2ORFHREFEIT XL 2 G (one thought too
many objection)] &9 ZODEFICOWT, EmPOIRE 205 & L biZ, Kb
NoEHE#ETHZLARIET, U U7 AR, BETET T2 b2 b M E e
EA D LT D& TR (Williams 1985:19), A%ERIZ, V4 VT LXELTED LD
RIEEEHIR R~ L B O DM PERET 5. ZOEmAMRTT 21TE, LavL, Zo0iE
HBREOEZDMNEND D, H—OFEIE, V4 V7 LA X0EIIZ DD TaFlTh o7
2 ZEOKGHN O DPEEDR VB D L WD JThDH, V4 VT LAAOEmE LT 572
FTIE HERIC S TH D LITEVER, 0BT, 71 ) 7T AXDEREELEIC
RS 2 LW R Th D, OBEEEmIL, BN s, SESERT 7 A MIRIELDDRE
a5, fIREIL. TN 6DT 7 A MR CTEAMZRFEIRZ L THOo, HodEmOIRH %2
AT AMENRD D, ARFIL, 2D _OOMEARV R D LW IFERO L & T, M
FHER OB 2 RETT 5,

AHERIL, LTOMERE & D, £7, DFIERICHTD (A7 7V 7 1 I XD Gm) &
Z ORI > TEHL | AROMIRAZ R, KIZ, v VT L0 mOIRA 24 & &
HIZ, FCIRADO L & TREIND, MEFHEGRA~O [—ORHZREENS OKGR] Ziet
T 5, ZORINCY 4 U7 AXOMEFHGRHH 2B L2 5 2 T, &RIC, V4 U T LXK
~OREVREGRICINE T D, bbb, [Fx THERNRE & EREL XTRETH Y,
ELFHER B D D DITHRIR A DT TH - T, EETIERW] LW BGRIZINET 5,
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