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-;, Abstract:

This paper investigates the relationship between ethics and re-
ligious doctrine and how religion is the primary foundation
of ethics principles. Most people rely on religious doctrine to
form their perspective on ethics. The relationship between
ethics and religion is a highly controversial topic as it could be
interpreted in numerous ways, Particular academics deny the
association between the two, and others claim that their re-
lationship is crystal clear, However, the relationship between
religion and ethics has been evident since ancient times. Even
in modern times, people tend to build their entire personality
according to their religious beliefs or the religious practices
that they acquired over time. Consciously or subconsciously
religion is a pivotal factor in the process of forming individual
individuality

Moreover, George Eliot’s Middlemarch delves deeply into the
complex relationship between morality and religious dogma
via the prism of its many characters. The novel, which takes
place in the fictional provincial town of Middlemarch in the
early 19th century, explores the moral difficulties encountered
by its protagonists and how their religious beliefs affect the
ethical decisions they make_ It reaches the extent that some
people are incapable of deciding without returning to their
religious doctrine. What is more, people’s perspective on reli-
gion is mainly fixed due to inherited beliefs and the high stress
on the religious aspect of the religious script. Determining
what is right and wrong these days could be challenging since
every culture has its distinct view regarding the accurate defi-
nition of ethics,

Keywords: ethics, religion, culture, Middlemarch

Introduction:

Ethics, often known as ethical philosophy, is a philosophical
discipline that includes conceptual frameworks, justifying and
prescribing conceptions of good and bad behavior. “both in the
realm of academic that of public affairs, recent years have her-
alded considerable interest in ethics” (Benn, 2002, p. xi). Ethics is
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regarded as an essential part of shaping the individual’s character
and it is an integral component in forming an honest and respect-
able person in society, In general, it is viewed as the determinative
factor in deciding what is wrong and right, and it functions as the
ethical compass for individuals and helps them direct their actions
based on certain principles. “There has recently been much dis-
cussion among moral philosophers about * morality *, What, they
have asked, is the essential and defining characteristics of moral-
ity and moral issue” (Walker &Wallace, 2020, p. 1). However, de—
ciding what is wrong and right could be tricky and challenging
because this concept can be interpreted in numerous ways and
have different meanings, People tend to rely on the interpreta—
tion of religion regarding what is right and wrong, and certain
people follow the words of the religious figure, such as an imam
or a minister. In this case, the individual’s interpretation could be
entirely different from his religion’s views and beliefs. The main
reason for that is that religious people tend to align the interpreta—
tion of ethics with their interests, and as a result of this action, they
will mislead their followers and direct them in the way they want,
The question of whether or not morality has a part in religious
practice has been hotly debated for a long time. Moral teaching
can be found in the majority of world religions, The right way to
live one’s life and proper behavior is at the heart of ethics, a sig—
nificant field of philosophy. Analyzing what is right and what is
wrong is only the tip of the iceberg when it comes to the scope o
this idea. Plato and Aristotle, who lived in ancient Greece in the
third and fourth centuries, were two of the most influential think—
ers in the field of ethics. Ethics is concerned with notions such as
right, good, and duty.
In addition, the first question that comes to the individual mind
when defining the word ethics is the relationship between religion
and ethics. “Is God the source of morality, so without God, we
cannot have genuine duties” (Clairmont & Schweiker, 2020, p. 1),
The first question that comes to the individual mind” when defin-
ing the word ethics is the relationship between religion and ethics.
The relationship between the two is complex and subjected to nu-
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¥/ merous interpretations. Numerous factors govern the direction
of this relationship, but the most important one is the person’s
religious orientation; this is the determinative factor in shaping
the interpretation of ethics, Religious people rely on religion in
their interpretation of ethics. Their views on ethics are mainly
aligned with their religious doctrine. Whereas people who are
non-religious claimm that their interpretation of ethics depends on
their continuous studying and attention to human nature. There
are several claims that there would be no clear definition of the
concept of ethics without God. The religious figure emphasized
the connection between religion and ethics mainly to reinforce
the role of religion in constructing the main features of humanity
and emphasize the importance of the impact of religion in di-
recting the course of the culture. Religious followers are obsessed
with connecting everything in life to the existence of God and its
relation to religion, and this obsession could be argued that it is
one of the factors that encourage people to distance themselves
from religion and religious doctrine,

In certain areas, religion seems to have lost its popularity among
people, for example, in Europe, and there are numerous sugges—
tions that in these places, people tend to behave more ethically
although they are non-religious people. “The world’s religions
fuel the imagination and enflame human hearts. In few places’
religion seems in retreat. There is massive growth within reli—-
gions around the world” (Gensler, 2016, p. 1). They claim that
once individuals break away from the limitation of religion and
flee from the boundaries of specific religious doctrine, the per—
son eventually acquires a sense of freedom that enables them to
act ethically, The person is no longer afraid of the punishment or
obliged to act ethically mainly because religion tells him to do
that. Their main argument is dependent on the nature of human
beings and the claim that the nature of human beings is righteous
and virtuous.

Furthermore, the literary work that will be used to reveal the re—
lationship between the two elements is Middlemarch by George
Elliot. The most overt way in which religion is depicted in her
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story is through the events that occur inside it. According to El- |
iot, the character Bulstrode is a morally corrupted dictator who
exploits his wealth and influence to oppress those around him.
Because his religious avarice and dishonesty permeated every as—
pect of his life, he is rarely portrayed in a positive light. However,
Eliot is cautious when discussing her views on religion, stating
that moral corruption and meoral decline can develop without
religious influence. But Bulstrode’s religious convictions are an
integral part of his identity. Elliot’s ability to explain away his
religious bigotry is what allowed him to transmit this annoying
behavior His hypocrisy in matters of religion has also brought
him money and social success. Throughout the narrative, Bul-
strode’s knowledge of God’s will becomes useful only when it
benefits him. Even if Eliot shows that Bulstrode’s actions are not
out of the ordinary for religious egotism or dishonesty, certainly,
the fact that such hypocrisy derives from a conviction in one’s
religious superiority makes it even more abhorrent. All the other
characters who are proven to be morally or spiritually strict do
not try to impose their beliefs on others the way Bulstrode does.
Morality and religion. in a broad context, are preoccupied with
discerning the delineations between concepts of “good” and “bad,”
as well as “righteous” and “evil,” There exists a common misun—
derstanding among certain persons that morality is subjective
and normative, but ethics pertains to the standards of “good and
wrong” that are established by a certain community and social
context. In some areas, the conceptual separation between reli-
gion and morality indicates, if not demanding, an inevitable con-
tradiction between their various purposes and ends. As a result, it
has been advocated that moral education should be kept distinct
from religious education, It has been suggested that such a divi-
sion is required to ensure, among other things, the emergence
of a logical and independent moral individual. Although moral-
ity is theoretically independent of religion, it is claimed here that
some religious attitudes and values create powertul psychological
motivations that can be successfully used in the service of moral
instruction.




iy Sillg EtasYs deodall latyllly Eigmedly a5 1SR duluad
pYe¥o Olpa V€T Amd) (g3 AUl Ld) (Y o) sl

Discussion:

The culture puts massive pressure on individuals to teach young
kids the main principles of ethics from an early age.

Instructors, it is usually stated, should educate our children on
the “difference between good and evil.” Those of a skeptical dis—
position may wonder who would plant their concepts of good
and evil in the brains of the young, believing that this apparent
conmumon sense is only a phrase to justify indoctrinating the young
with conservative or ‘traditional’ beliefs. (Benn, 2002, p. 9)

The culture puts massive pressure on individuals to teach young
kids the main principles of ethics from an early age However,
each society has a different interpretation of ethics, and it even
varies from time to time, The majority of people rely on religion
to understand the idea of ethics, and for the most part. they have
commeon ground in establishing the fundamental explanation of
ethics, Most religions share approximately the same views regard-—
ing what ethics means. Nonetheless, there are a few differences
that depend on what kind of religion you follow and whether the
individual is religiously strict or not, In addition, the religious in—
dividual tends to comprehend ethics slightly differently from the
average person since his religious beliefs push him to be a role
model in society and inspire young generations to follow in his
footsteps.

Everything in life is subjective, and the interpretation of ethics
and its relation to religion is no exception. In philosophy, ethics
investigates effective decision—-making to define criteria for per-
fect conduct, However, most individuals believe that they have
inherent logic in deciding what is wrong and right. There are sig—
nificant disparities in how people understand these notions, and
ethics seem to change over time and across cultures, Ethics is fre—
quently taught together with or as an extension of religion, Nev—
ertheless, the way holy books are interpreted and comprehended
has evolved and the way they understand ethics varies from one
person to another, Ethics is not a stable topic of study since ethical
standards are human creations, and people are famously known
for altering their perceptions daily for numerous reasons.
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There is a close connection between ethics and psychology, and |
subconsciously, individuals tend to act ethically, especially if he is
religiously strict, Religious individuals were taught from a young
age to act responsibly, and their religious principles act as their
moral guide in determining what is wrong and what is right
Sharma as their psychological background heavily influences
their mortality background, ethics examines need and will and
provides a rational explanation for personal morality and aware—
ness. (1963 p. 14

However, when a person grows older, he starts to experience dif-
ficulty applying his previous interpretation of what ethics means.
Also, humans are selfish by nature, and most definitely, they will
try to find a way to align the concept of ethics with their ben-
efits. One of the reasons that people start to abandon their ethics
is their long—term desire for financial prosperity. It is a natural
process that they will desperately find a way to justify their ac-
tions and convince themselves that whatever they are doing is not

against their moral values. What is ironic is that they know that
their action is wrong, unethical, and unjustifiable, but the idea of
material gain seems to overcome their ethical principles. In most
cases, the individual is powerless against the temptations of fi-
nancial wealth, and especially people with religious backgrounds
will start to use religion and try to align their actions with their
religious doctrine, What is strange is that the religious individual,
when offered the opportunity to obtain an economic advantage,
seized it without any hesitation and did not even think for one
second about the possible consequences of his action and if this
chance was going side by side with his religious opinions and his
definitions of ethics.

For many individuals, the central question is whether God is the
source of ethics and whether ethics can exist without religion,
There are two classic points of view here, each with several vari-
ants. According to divine command theory, God’s will produces
the moral order (ethical facts are actual because of God’s will), but
natural law accepts ethical truths that are not dependent on God’s
will (but perhaps depend on his reason or creation). (Clairmont &
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/ Schweiker, 2020, p. 1)

The interpretation of ethics is usually divided between two group

The first one claims that the source of ethics mainly originate
from religion, and it is hard to define ethics without the exist

ence of religion. They believe ethics and religion go hand in han¢
and it is nearly impossible to define one without mentioning th
other. The second camp believes that ethics exist in human being
regardless of their religious backgrounds. They assert thatitis a
inseparable component of human nature.

On the other hand, Dorothea, for one, treats her sister with almao
fanatical devotion, Nonetheless, she reassures her sibling that sh
doesnot hold any prejudices against her, explaining that “souls hav
complexions too: what will suit one will not suit another’(Elio
1994, p. 31). Dorothea thinks that she is just another human bein
like herself and not the deliverer of God’s will. She thinks she h:
no right to criticize the decisions of others, Another type of piot
person is Caleb Garth, who doesn’t push his morals on anybod
else. According to Eliot, he is “one of those rare men who are rigi
to themselves and indulgent to others” (1994, p. 543). Caleb Gart
and Dorothea’s religious fervor and morality are greatly admire
since they respect the religious freedom of others and do not us
that freedom to pass judgiment on their moral standing.

It is widely acknowledged that ethical judgments cannot be mad
in isoladon from the prevailing social and cultural milieu. Indi
viduals assess the nature of human existence through a framewor
of ethical principles that they have adopted and modified based o
various factors, including but not limited to ethnicity, age, socio
economic status, occupation, and religious affiliation, As Singe
claims “Ethics is concerned with our decisions and acts, whic
shape and reflect our personality” (199, p. 4). Ethics is grounde
in the innate human propensity for reflection, wherein individu
als consider their interests and values, alongside those of other
when making decisions and engaging in following behaviors. Be
cause it requires sharp intellect, logical and intuitive thinking, an
prudent judgment, ethics is likely a more extraordinary art tha
science, the art of making sensible and well-informed decisior
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for oneself and many others.

Explicitly, it seems impossible to discuss ethics without mentor—
ing religion and addressing religious doctrine in modern times.
“Any debate on ethical issues inevitably leads to a discussion on
the relationship between ethics and religion” (Sia, 2008, p. 2). It
seems impossible to discuss ethics without mentoring religion
and addressing religious doctrine in modern times The first
thing that we as individuals associate with ethics is religion as i
they are inseparable mechanisms. Whether ethics has a partin re—
ligion has long been debated, The majority of religious traditions
incorporate ethical principles inside their belief systems. The field
of ethics, which holds a prominent position within the realm o
philosophy, encompasses a breadth of inquiry that extends much
beyond the conventional concept of evaluating moral correct—
ness in terms of right and wrong, The field of ethics encompasses
concepts such as Good, Virtue, and Duty, which were extensively
examined by Arnistotle and Plato throughout the third and fourth
centuries BCE within the context of Greek culture,

Man is not on his own, In his religion, he is self—transcendence
(vertically, with God, and horizontally, with other people). Man is
a moral creature because he is a social being. In other words, mo-
rality is presupposed by man’s social reality. Because his religion
is practised in the context of other social beings, it is fair to con—
clude that it has a social component and hence a moral dimen—
sion. (Obicha, 2010, p. 2)

In a world of rapid development, ethical judgments help us to
scrutinize the facts, identify our beliefs, and determine the best
approach to ensure the most outstanding potential outcomes.
Existing law does not provide an efficient justification for every
ethical conundrum precisely because unforeseen developments
force us to envision and pass new moral codes, at the very least,

to produce new applications of current moral beliefs and convic-
tions on concerns such as the dignity of the person, the worth of
respect and integrity.

What is more, Immanuel Kant, a prominent philosopher, es—
poused the notion that the existence of God is an essential pre-

Y™
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condition for the establishment of moral principles. The speaker
emphasized the importance of adhering to ethical principles and
fulfilling our responsibilities, Immanuel Kant posited the notion
that virtue should be duly rewarded with enjoyment, asserting
that the absence of such a correlation would result in an intoler-
able state. Kant argued that the perpetuity of the soul is a neces-
sary postulate due to the frequent absence of rewards for moral
actions within the confines of earthly existence. The concept of
virtue being rewarded in a future life necessitates the existence
of a deity to guarantee its realization, Kant argued that rational
reason, ethics, and a moral sense would be rendered impossible
without the existence of God and the human soul, which he saw
as foundational pillars.

Conclusion:

Religion has a significant role in shaping the identity of many
individuals, to the extent that their ability to make moral judg-
ments becomes heavily reliant on their religious perspectives and
beliefs, Moreover, many moral sentiments are inherently inter—
twined with religious tenets. For example, it is widely held that
acts of homicide and infidelity are generally considered morally
unacceptable, regardless of the specific circumstances, The shared
perspectives of major global religions suggest that the founda-—
tional principles of these traditions may serve as the fundamental
underpinnings of our societal instincts. At a minimum, it seeins
that religion is widely regarded as a crucial basis for establishing
essential moral guidance, therefore, it challenges the assertion
that religion and ethics lack any connection,

The connection between religion and ethics appears to be self-
evident, By the ideas they express, religions frequently serve as
the foundation for what is deemed reasonable and evil. Religion
creates official and informal standards and a liberty /restriction di—
chotomy by prescribing activities within some accepted limita—
tions, Such standards, ethics, and values are frequently codified in
religious texts like the Bible or the Koran. (Parboteeah, 2008 p. 1)
The Golden Rule serves as a prime illustration of the interplay be-
tween religion and morality. The majority of the world’s prom-
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inent religions incorporate a version of the Golden Rule inside
their sacred scriptures, which emphasizes the principle of treat—
ing others as one would desire to be treated, In alternative terms,
individuals must extend to others the same treatment they desire
for themselves. The underlying moral principles that serve as the
foundation for all religious beliefs are referred to as fundamental
morality,

Consequently, religion is indeed a key factor in shaping people’s
personality and their perspectives on how they should live their
lives, “Religion and morality have been inextricably linked since
the dawn of the Abrahamic faiths and Greek idea. This is true
whether we look at the Greek viewpoint or Christianity, Juda-
istm, and Islam” (Hare, 2019 p 3). There is an evident connection
between ethics and religion because most people rely on their
religious beliefs in constructing their perception of ethics, Many
people depend on their religion to tell them what is wrong and
what is right, Although people’s perceptions should not only
be confined to religion, they must adopt a more reasonable ap-
proach to deciding what is wrong and right, Human nature can
distinguish between ethical conduct without returning to reli-
gion. However, people are firmly attached to their religious be-

liefs. Religion reinforces this idea by suggesting that religion is a
crucial element in a person’s life—religion cements the idea of
being the determinative factor in constructing and shaping the
direction of society.

What is more, he sees financial success as “God’s way of saving his
chosen” (Eliot, 1994, p. 1423) and interprets all other opportunities
through this lens. In this situation, he finds solace in the fact that
his “soul sits loose from these things” (Eliot, 1994, p. 1423). Accord-
ing to Bulstrode, “his religious activity could not be incompatible
with his business as soon as he had argued himself into not feeling
it incompatible” (Eliot, 1994, p. 1424), This pattern of explanation
carried over from the novel's protagonist to the widow, whom
he convinced that her daughter and her child were “given up to
the lightest pursuits and might scatter it (the wealth) abroad in
triviality” (Eliot, 1994, p, 1427). He reasoned that he would be the



iy Sty &3ty dakadl OLlyllly Sogoudly sa S ileab
aYeY0 Olp-a Y E €T doest (o3 &Il Ldi (Y 2) 2l

most trustworthy candidate to invest the inheritance in the great—
est way possible in God’s name, ruling out both the kid and the
widow as suitable beneficiaries. Eliot avoided directly addressing
the topic of money and its influence on society, even though he
knew it was important. She used the occasion to share her views
on religion and the role of the economy. She also demonstrated
that the vast majority of religious adherents use their faith pri-
marily for material benefit, While they may have started with re—
ligious motivations, they have since abandoned those values in
tavor of material gain.

The vears had been perpetually spinning them into intricate
thickness, like masses of spider-web, padding the moral sensibil -
ity; nay, as age, made egoism more eager but less enjoying, his
soul had become more saturated with the belief that he did eve—
rything for God’s sake, being indifferent to it for his own. (Eliot,
1994, pp. 1424-1425)

Because of his arrogance and sense of spiritual superiority, he
finds everyone else to be unattractive and unworthy of his com-
passion, His view of God is limited to himself since he considers
himself to be the most trustworthy person in his group. As one of
the most repulsive things a person could do, Victorians univer-
sally condemned such an arrogant view of religion. People began
to turn their backs on religion as a result of the hypocrisy they
witnessed among believers. This issue persists in the present day
However, in recent times, people have started to notice the hy-
pocrisy of religious followers, specifically regarding ethics and
what it means to be an ethical person, Religious supporters have
a unigque way of altering the definition of ethics, primarily when
it is associated with their interests. It is safe to say that it is one
of the reasons that people start to abandon religion and distance
themselves from religious doctrine, The hypocrisy of the reli-
gious followers motivates people to seek a different path away
from religion. The relationship between ethics and religion is
interdisciplinary. It could have a different interpretation, but for
sure, numerous people rely on religion to form their ethics, and
their ethics are mainly founded based on their religious doctrine.
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Religions are pretty similar in terms of their central beliefs and ¥
their perspective regarding what is right and wrong;: therefore,
the concept of ethos is universal and worldwide,

In a nutshell, Eliot’s fundamental notion for Bulstrode is intricate
and multi-faceted. Nonetheless, it’s a cruel and hideous thing to
blame God for someone’s bad behavior. When hypocrisy is de-
fended using religious arguments, it irritates and offends people,
While one may sympathize with forgive, and even back a genu-
inely terrible person who has no moral compass, the same cannot
be said tor someone whose moral and religious compass applies
to everyone but himself It’s a particularly terrible sort of ego-
tism to be utterly unaffected by your moral compass. Using one’s
faith as a weapon against others and an excuse for evil behavior is
the most despicable thing a person can do. Many individuals now
share Eliot’s outlook on religion, ethics and situations of religious
hypocrisy are unfortunately all too common in today’s commu-
nities.
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