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Thesis Abstract

This dissertation is about agents like us, who are both epistemically flawed and morally imperfect.
First, how should such agents form and revise their moral beliefs? Second, how should we
morally evaluate the actions of such agents — under which conditions do their actions have moral
worth? I approach these questions by focusing on moral testimony. Moral testimony is
particularly interesting in this context because we often rely on it to compensate for our moral
and epistemic imperfections. Yet it has been viewed with suspicion by moral philosophers and
epistemologists alike. I argue that these suspicions are unfounded: moral testimony is an
important source of moral knowledge — in some situations it is the only source of moral
knowledge available to agents like us — and actions on the basis of moral testimony can have
moral worth. In arguing for this conclusion, I develop a novel account of moral worth. I argue
that moral knowledge is central to moral worth. The epistemic question about how we should
form our moral beliefs and the moral question about when our actions are morally praiseworthy
turn out to be closely related.
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