DFTBAI

~ MAP OF PHILOSOPHY

Moral Theory Value 1

e Normative A lxzd
ETHICS E

- Y;rm nn; Mn h—u
usnflcd K:::“h:‘- P“'-Q >

x5 Abductive |
A Argumentsi g

(loSo "'1 C@W} oV wo 11O X0 whic
rCAMS e Ve ofF :

~ . { 9
nes wey of J"‘f“"l‘l\::\ 4o make sense h+he world-

AL ale<ted T Greece o




BRANCHES OF PHILOSOPHY

INDUCTION

LOGIC

POLITICAL 29 )

DEDUCTION

PHILOSOPHY O z 7@

» 'THEOLOGY

( Lesson =1 o
r OO oy
Ailosep Y ) \ERS AL Q

ot ST

o Eombwvd  ob A W&Wﬁeﬁﬁw

dec 'f“"‘{ / D—m\ A
tvhqlosofv\‘r 'S an actdemic  Luhevc

&wwmt XY QQ'V'\—\[ug,cw., 1M . o ‘\"ﬁc*‘e" (Qh?l g:| 65

topics ke Solen Ris rov AR
I}Jra&b’c\zve, ain o 7//

WE aS humons plodise. R mofie weaprous fo yhangate &y
wovld  geoond us . £ %h?ff ve  all_budd (v nside  us as
a veint  we hwwnans C\\P& Hrhe wwost sz)fbslechQ) oni o |
even (ived on ecavth,

/

About
GO

o -
dovd have o of dhem. :
So what awe thev”




V7@l 40

U nwshncts (@M ewnwoctions (i) Reazov

P i e o /(\\ AT

/ \ &W,?am\( //\ \ _;.‘/'l‘_'l/' ;/> \‘ \
~ (X) S,P/'?( ( &, / \ \ Z’C}S e . b

; \ H‘?W Sad [ J?/(CHL% phi s
\'\ ) ) gkbd ) 03\1 FZ’/;«IGQ/D:)\;/
= b.z(AWJj]”'\hegg =k 2 X
A o O Sociolon
pete L _ﬂaHona(;(fly

# 0ov Nakiongfily 16 So mwexﬁt[ ‘& can wfluenee ouv
atineks g emotions.  [lhe the  macshmelo test-
as we awne C)/\/Oé\/tM oS X Eperics | OUV vatloniby 5
be cova wore & more ~ Shron 4

Nowo Pk\\\oso?hj (5 Npottona(  Annkine - & Ph‘\\esbphe« ane.
Nwodona  Hakex - =
\'&‘\\3“&&:5

b\vwwmb/\ hwe devoleped sfjevife  thaC they covld esape path

as pW(oSom«ers A5 otk Questien §  OnSwering  they Jh)g
\rwwf ey hoewe gfre s bivih. 40 % ey 6 e ézéL{alf“m_c
’\\Ae

T INGes , Biolay, cherSHey | Ly eholos

e tles § Hles hovebeen folék b worny Lwes fhat fhey
becone o [pqi\@lg ! 2

See k.
8?75+€m°l°’\7 0 Slod of Lyvavlone - WE Comes fovr The wovd
\ - N ~ v J »
8(7132@‘”16 = ‘IX?Q s r\fl <k e phic (Svum o) eadion
\ \ 5 [ D
M aHe behef ‘
belef V4 Lnow (@Q

et 5 beyore Hhe phgTas wortd T
AR PITISIeS & were we 2tody e medoe ot Y ealir Y

d

wXa

voelLe theore @ A1 ie divided jpto 2 parts

c.thiea A"’ How huwan Sho,ld Jve Ouﬂ-"\eoxt}\l
other




aestheticg—y S*U&-( ot bensty & awt—?

fogie 5 Redonina
N

R > o

Lk T o Avla bolee  down AFH(OQOfHL’% ol ed  abount
Fh;/s',cal world ,_the Urb'.n of lLFe & hwren rnind

-'='>' what (5the wor)d G how doec ' wori P

L3
=> u . » Mopn qd £ % > F Y >
-—S‘ L] {2 | 1 o\
Z ) DU EN R o /
N

~[ e 1 ot tree vt —Ho&p R ¢] &-‘7\3@1‘ izcuph ne
e Fenlls : ‘
R ) / E 7

40&@\!,,{4\27 ove Somne oOnt  of Suxbuiee/* copmS e  they hope
lecs idea  abwvt  Sceience £ pthed  deciplneld  whlich howe

aevived . Philosephy ‘m\jew-wﬂ ask 2 vesfiom D

what {5 2 9 How/ WwWe knew £ 2
, P R BT T NN

()‘YQ'\GS‘“?I.N{ —
Inbony 16 the pew .!D)\?[Ofb‘p}‘;f«

dL\(\'\Q)(bJTJ E}_ @P\Q'{LbWo\o N~

I

Accor S0y Jo  Epmvoha| KOnT | we il never be dble
4O Undxr Stand oAl 0% i spel dhweusia e

an\W\c\

o2 @%w‘ﬂwwré ove ‘nmx 5t7 @*F*ifm“ﬁéﬁqii\?sms*:vks?/
e rvwmra _covopean S e e o,
: R

/“? e ditrevence botween  Eodtenpn & LWegtorn ;oh?b@,gh/«,«

=7 Eesteon PhiloSeppec  uonte €© chavye  dhemeeives
\,\/\’\./\Q Adedterm I AT, i dhe wov\d ek h




t e (e !

LWillina el & followivy ogod - :
) ! o A DR 0{7 1L5\rf‘e/o

/K/-, l\Ae  ecadlevin (<& pnpre

@ Weshkvn philsgophy @omes £opwn habelon  Rore eyt
=B Aere S very freov Leievs  Tecdhnde aboy 4~ rM\mL

G _Colfern  pPhMoSephy has 45 avot 1o Ty diern e
~9L‘L)WOT‘ Sf C‘h(h@g c;v«/f?:fv%\b/h,

=7 epstevn ¢ Westevn Lo th fp acophy  pofverey  Jhe'v
2eQeveph cal intUlence ovevs hem . '

=1 fue Lo «Lhe_ﬁp,oérﬂ\:o}w‘cml oecetton pff Rome me\(fo?,q
dedvepe  fhey e e able Jo discovenn @e,np o
g Same W'ﬂ% with ndia g china . fhed\N

~ e S ¢ O\j\ruf(/] far € pﬁ@y\omemm fovee Jlhen o
be. SpcolisT g ecfevn’ l0h|ln£o7plf\7a

f{—bdmy @ﬁaw,(p(' (< f_&a//“jwv
: 25N ot 0
SN e e= O B }

=7 Greeece RO hiconl  F€vrain  allewed drade 4o
Hownish betwneen avious people e this had Fo  do with
Ahelvr Qeowred  fbod vesurcel . Jrew hed do asews
OL\F_D\W\A &:GV‘ © atin~ while r1nd¢ é\m S| (”Vn\hP\ wne

gty theiv  xedevs  do yve  Fhewm crop

= Jreee Mowvchents (re +he nogt ?mjsw»LeML

¢ i\v\.(p T!A i A D-.A‘ = -~ ‘A

LU AT e, A e o Qyase Tovrmevs " =] n Y
e 8
[ Soe( Ly -

= dvueto this (enstevn plifpSophy 15 ppen windeed &
Eashenrn 15 eon rvetfre g SDWHJO\\

= v veheot dond ffite Sow\e Fien  Jheq Chonas
h’u\{’ \F S(’Q‘FM@V‘ / /‘l 1a N,l]ﬂ',-ﬁ\.. é\#d \-’i/')
walk 90 vext Seopvon g mafure. 3




Now Ao JHMS Ovln Lpdh  philoSophs ot found Jhelv

U‘-’o”\f %[; Ve C’l% 4'{’)(‘7 el dO;\/‘ Ar:) dQAL/ {§ +Hhe pvoduct
of  fhet . / !

llae 1€ yov o to Eurepe Mgy heve build

chaxch - Umver\gh, @limgic Hyames  Seience |

Psyehdot  ete © ecaurd  Tney "had fo e ik

o Hae?v'  Sovuti vl

(?\KQUJ@Q 5 CasStern I®\’\ fO&Opfﬂs B\A(\]ha 3 )—L;%C(M;({Vv
\/\m,é created yhedy ‘rcﬁm") (gemw:) YOVVSe1S ode -

NOw

=> (welfevn priolasophy  hos pod & @vil COnecpet

ov\ fheiv ph.(’)gwh\/ Cows e dhey |hod fo foht

ox thier _secy bival- Hmmc%w\e N pvdby o neplivike

Hntp Sofdene dhey hoad O infreduee (- fhig allows

PPO"\N’@SQ pia W Twore of & phycholos vather g
umﬁ)vv\(ltfe s gk

Both-

We &S hwron howe Doed £ Pad our )Qb 'S fo

UndevSiand this g aet OZGQDVQLW\J 7o

Yhe b'meﬁ @lases ave  Weétevn Lolieved, n Progres

Yy eaéfﬁcvh bHe lleve r O\cgcm”-er\cen

thye Hheir way OF (€ i< pwolo [[fe cenrlev by

UY\&KW%%@W\AQD Sclicnce ¢ oke W pove <fcien

R Bl

AR SO 4
Ow N S



Self-fulfillment
needs

Self-
actualization:
achieving one’s

full potential,
including creative
activities

Esteem needs:
prestige and feeling of plisk Psychological
needs
Belongingness and love needs:
intimate relationships, friends
Safety needs:
security, safety Basic
needs
Physiological needs:
food, water, warmth, rest
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God is the greatest thing we can think of. The best island I can imagine is one where
Things can exist only in our imaginations, I can swim and relax on a tropical beach
or they can also exist in reality. and ski down snow-covered mountains
Things that exist in reality are always allin one afternoon.
better than things that exist only
in our imaginations. I can imagineit, so it must exist.
IfGod existed only in our imaginations, he Otherwise, it wouldn't be the best island
wouldn't be the greatest thing that we can think there would be one better...

of, because God in reality would be better.

Therefore, God must exist in reality.

And that one would have to be real!
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What an argument is

“The aim of an argument, or of a discussion, should not be victory but O\\‘ J"
progress.”

< — Karl Popper Q( E 76\ ’ q¥!€ &bi'

— e The point of an argument is NOT to impress people, or to “win” or “lose”.
There are no “sides”, and no “opponents”. o
e Arguments are tools for finding out which statements are right, and which 3
e are wrong ==
e We use arguments to discover what's true and false, and thus become less (\_\m‘e_
wrong. When presented with a really good argument, the rational thing to
do is to accept the conclusion.

 ttos /50Ut Be/XpAVEGCECOK A bit more formally:
(BAVC y:
St

1. You're arguing
2. If you're arguing, | must have paid
3. Therefore, | must have paid

The conclusion here is that he has paid

The statements “You're arguing” and “If you're arguing, | must have paid”
support the conclusion

I~

7

What an argument ISN'T 7
O

@J Does the

ave "Hnhe

___ e Anargumentis not abuse cCoNn CIU Q 3 (\ig!
o Attacking someone who disagrees with you is not an argument. [/'V‘OVV\ ‘ 56_9 "{‘V‘ ne.

53] o You need to give them substantive reasons that show that their claim

o | is incorrect

e An argument is not just contradiction
o Even if the other person says something that you know is wrong,
"l saying “no it isn't” is not an argument. Mo et L

;
D S

1. Richard Nixon was a polar bear
2. All polar bears are blue
3. Therefore, Richard Nixon was blue

B S NPT 300\

Are the premises true?

No.
Does the conclusion follow from the premises?
Yes.
1. Richard Nixon and Elvis Presley were once in the y
same room VNN
oV
ity 2. Best friends are sometimes in the same room H oo — SM\V Q b{
3. Therefore, Richard Nixon and Elvis Presley were | ¢ \f 4 T ety =

best friends

TR e ey peepte e
o beet A'CV:P\(\A‘

T Are the premises true?
Yes. :

Does the conclusion follow from the premises? ROE
No.




) Examples

By ALSAS 1. All platypuses are mammals
2. Mammals don't lay eggs
3. Therefore, platypuses don't lay eggs

Are the premises true?

Yes.

1. All cows are mammals
2. Some mammals lay eggs
3. Therefore, cows lay eggs

Are the premises true?
Yes.

Does the conclusion follow from the premises?
No.

Valid and Sound Arguments

“. LN e Anargument is valid when the conclusion follows from the premises.

This means that if the premises are true, then the conclusion must be Valld and SOUnd Argume

true

It does NOT mean that the premises actually are true. They might be,

but they might not be. Here are two more examples: X

Valid arguments might have false premises, and they might have false

conclusions. But they CANNOT have true premises and a false 1. Either Aor B 1. EitherAorB 5
conclusion 2. NotA 2. IfAthenC
3. Therefore, B 3. IfB,thenC

Whether o not an argument is valid depends on the form of the argument. QR R R T R [ C RS B e R I TS

true
The reason the Nixon/Polar Bear Argument is valid is because it has a valid e Itonly tells you that if the premises are all true, then the conclusion must
e form: be true |

e If an argument is valid and its conclusion is false, then it must be that one
i 1. AisaB of the premises are false. A

2. AllBsareCs e The job then is to figure out which of the premises is false
3. ThereforeAisaC

Examples

1. If today is Thursday, then we have 1. If we had milk, it would be in the

EXample class today fridge
2. Today is Thursday 2. Thereisn't any milk in the fridge
3. Therefore, we have class today 3. Therefore, we don't have any milk

1. Richard Nixon was a polar bear
2. Allpolar bears are blue
3. Therefore, Richard Nixon was blue

The conclusion follows from the premises. It's
logically impossible for (1) and (2) to be true
. without (3) also being true.

So, the argument is valid

But the conclusion is still false, because the
premises are false

1. Lassieis adog
2. All dogs are animals
3. Therefore, Lassie is an animal

—__ Othervalid forms of argument include:

1. IfRthenQ 1. IfRthenQ
238D 2. NotQ e
3. Therefore, Q 3. Therefore, not P
Here are two more examples 1. Either the problem is fixable, or it
] § isn't fixable Example
1. Either the baby is hungry, or it's 2. If the problem is fixable, then
sleepy ’
2. The baby isn’t hungn there’s no point in worrying 1. George Washington was a U.S. President
) / o 3. Ifthe problem isn't fixable, then 2. AllU.S. Presidents are politicians
= SRLLEEISE e anve s ooy there's no point in worrying 3. Therefore, George Washington was a politician ——

e The premises are true

Back to Monty PythOn e The argument is valid |

Therefore, the argument is sound

1. You're arguing
2. If you're arguing, | must have paid
3. Therefore, | must have paid

AB Sound Argumen “Not necessarily. | could be arguing in
my spare time”
e Tries to undermine premise (2), to

e avoid accepting the conclusion

>

Sors T
AID

1. The Earth is round
2. Therefore, the Earth is round

The premise is true e Anargument is sound if it is valid and its premises are true

The argument is valid — it's logically impossible for “the Earth is round” to be * Sound arguments always have true conclusions.
true and “the Earth is round” to be false The premises are true, and the conclusion follows logically from the

] ol premises. So the conclusion can't possibly be false
Therefore, the argument is sound




[ Kants Philo.Seph~
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Who is Kant?

® German philosopher
e |ived 1724-1804
® Argued space and time were in our

minds

® Analyzed how we reason and
conceptualize the world

® Created a system of ethics now
known as “Kantianism”

What is Kantianism? mu:

he was £nd of o opvevment

QKO\M &}p Y V\{‘ "(\0\\/4(/\0\"(‘ Wh e Kantian Ethics is a form of Deontology

o

Deontology takes an action to be right or wrong based on whether or not

9 bv\,‘ e/ COC") l Q,Y\"’\fe,.}?“{\ &,/]/\ J Y22 it follows certain rules

Right and wrong therefore have nothing to do with consequences
If you were following the moral rules, then you were acting morally.

If you were violating the moral rules, then you were acting immorally
An action can be morally right even if everything turns out terribly 2N

oo oo

What is Kantianism? -

nNowW mr g velfion 15

e Example: Bridge Version of the Trolley Problem

o Deontologists usually think you should NOT push the large person, (/LC) 4
because there’s a moral rule that you should not kill innocent people Sl +® e\fo\l VA 4_ Q %QM‘\
o Pushing people off of bridges is against the moral rules, so it would be (lf\@ VA Sl D ) ) rf—P\t ras,
wrong to do it even if it would save more lives S l’\\l E— ,)
e Usually deontology takes intentions to matter; this is largely due to Kant’s 7
influence

o The rules are things like “don’t lie”, “don’t break promises”, “don’t kill
innocent people”

e Kant’s Ethics is based on Rationality and Duty What is Kantianism? m
e Kant wants to know what we’re morally obligated to do: what our moral —_— g
duties are o Duties come from rationality
e Kant thinks we can discover what’s I’ight and wrong simply by using reason e Duties arise because not following them would lead to a contradiction.
Thi N . N . . o ltisirrational to accept a contradiction, so it is irrational not to follow
o Thinking rationally about morality will lead us to the right answer | o e and obey your moral duties. [2 55
e Kant thinks that our duties are moral obligations that are imposed on us by  This is how rationality imposes moral obligations on us, according to Kant:

reason/rationality alone o Failing t}) \‘\ve up (,0 oyv mor‘al obligations, requires us to‘accep\ a —_—
) A X . X . contradiction, which is irrational. So being rational requires us to obey
o If we just think rationally, we’ll eventually realize that rationality forcesus our moral obligations. S
to act ethically in all cases For Kant, if something is immoral then there is a proof that believing it's
permissible would lead to a contradiction.

e For example, we have a duty not to break promises, because “it’s okay to
break promises” leads to a contradiction:
The point of a promise s that it guarantees that you will do whatever you promised to do

e Kant thinks that duty is the basis for morality: the only acts that have moral

worth are those that are performed with regard to duty £ TG 4l Ifit's okzy‘lodbreak promises, then a promise doesn't guarantee that you'll do whatever you Ty
o X o promised to do
o An action is only morally good if you did it because you had a moral duty Ifit's okay to break promises, then there's really no such thing as a promise
. If there are no promises, then it you can't break promises
to do it. = You can't break things that don't exist
. . . . Therefore, if it's okay to break , the 't break
e Doing something out of kindness or sympathy is NOT morally valuable to A Comtrion 1 to preakcpromises, fen you canttbreai promises T
Kant: it’s only morally good if you did it becayse you had a moral obligation ¢ Therefore, you have a duty to keep your promises
todoit
o Thisis Why intentions are important in Kantian ethics e ForKant, rationality leads us to discover the Categorical Imperative, and then ____

forces us to follow it
e An imperative is something that we must obey; something you have to do
o “Itis imperative that you do as | say” — People in movies sometimes
o “Imperative” just means necessary to do

e Two kinds of imperatives: Hypothetical and Gategorical
o Hypothetical Imperatives are things you have to do if you have a certain

For Kant, rationality leads us to discover the Categorical Imperative, and then

forces us to follow it
An imperative is something that we must obey; something you have to do

o “Itis imperative that you do as | say” — People in movies sometimes
o “Imperative” just means necessary to do

Two kinds of imperatives: Hypothetical and Gategorical
o Hypothetical Imperatives are things you have to do if you have a certain

goal or desire -~



— What is Kantianism? n

e Kant thinks that lots of moral theories reduce ethics to hypothetical
imperatives, and thinks that’s bad

o

Utilitarianism [we’ll talk about it next week] says that something is

morally good if it maximizes total happiness in the world
But maybe you don’t care about maximizing happiness

It seems possible for a rational person not to want to maximize
happiness

Utilitarianism makes morality relative to a specific goal, which it’s

possible for someone not to want

e Kant thinks morality is a categorical imperative because it's placed on us by
rationality, and you can’t opt out of being a rational agent

o

o

* Sinc

Rational agents are fundamentally what we are as human beings

e Hypothetical Imperatives:

°

Obeying the hypothetical imperative is only necessary if you want to
achieve the goal

Following the rule is necessary for achieving some goal

o Obey a hypothetical imperative isn’t necessary simpliciter, it's only
necessary for some end B

If you don’t have the goal, then it's not necessary for your to obey the
hypothetical imperative

o

Hypothetical Imperatives:

o “If you want to pass the class, then you have to turn in your
assignments”

o If you don’t care whether or not you pass the class, then you have no
reason to turn in the assignments

o Butif you do want to pass then class, then you must turn in the
assignments

o Turning in the assignments is a hypothetical imperative: it's necessary
for you to do it, if you have a certain desire/goal (passing the class)

If you’re a person, you're rational
Thus if something is necessary for all rational agents, then it's necessary

for you I
m  Absolutely no exceptions

e morality is forced on us by rationality, moral rules are categorical

imperatives: they apply to everyone, everywhere, always and forever

Kant thinks that if utilitarians are right, then you only have to do the right

thing if you want to maximize happiness

o

If you don’t want to maximize happiness, then you have no reason to be
morally good

This gives you a way to opt out of morality: just give up the desire to

maximize happiness

Kant thinks you shouldn’t be able to opt out of morality: morality is supposed

to apply to everyone, always, all the time

To do that, morality has to be a categorical imperative, not a hypothetical

imperative

o

o

So what is the Categorical Imperative that we must obey?

Kant gives different versions, but we’ll only talk about one: The Principle
of Ends in Themselves

Rationality forces this principle on us, and the principle tells us what our
moral duties are in any given situation

If something violates the Principle of Ends in Themselves, then it is
irrational and morally wrong.

e The Categorical Imperative: an obligation that applies absolutely and

une

o

o

o

quivocally, to everyone, always, no matter what

Categorical imperatives are absolute and unconditional requirements for
our actions

Must be obeyed in all circumstances

You have to obey the imperative no matter what. It doesn’t matter what
your goals are, or what you want

Following the rule is necessary, full stop. Necessary regardless of what
your goals are

You can’t opt out of the categorical imperative

e Principle of Ends in Themselves:

o

It is not permissible to use human beings as mere means; you always
have to treat people as ends in themselves.

m There are means, and there are ends (“the ends justify the means”):
the end is the goal you have, and the means is the tool/method for
reaching that goal

= To use someone as a “mere means” is to treat them as nothing
more than a tool for reaching your own goals

= To treat someone as an “end in themselves” is to treat them as a
rational agent with their own goals; to take their desires and goals
into account

U’l’(\’l’frv\l aniem 1. DQOY\ %(oj\/ NG COO\’) 8@‘7)/ (@14 "'“q(CIS‘W\

Plan for this week:

e Deontology vs.
Consequentialism
What is Utilitarianism?
Why be utilitarian?
Utility Monster
Experience Machine




Recap: Kantianism/Deontology

Recap: Kantianism/Deontology

Deontology says that “morally right” = “following the
moral rules”

% Oe&*ﬁ‘ov N e Kant says we can use rationality to determine what the
At 50 NV moral rules are
o Deontology only cares about whether or not you follow the rules > B enece o Kant thinks rationality also forces us to obey the moral
— e Consequences don’t determine what is morally right or wrong - S\(\ AW rules
e Even if following the rule will cause terrible things to happen, <\/\(\ b
you still have to follow the rule K@>§ = e Kant thinks we can derive all moral rules from the
e Some philosophers have argued that this is a mistake, and that D>Z “Principle of Ends in Themselves”
| we should look at consequences when deciding what's right o Example: Bridge Case
and wrong o Pushing the large person to save 5 people is wrong o
because you use the large person as a mere means to
save the lives of the 5 people =
e Kant thinks that we cannot break the moral rules under
any circumstances =
e There is a moral rule not to lie
o If a murderer asks you where their victim went, and you o
know, then you have to tell the murderer where they went
e You cannot lie even though lying would save a life s
Consequentialism J
o Utilitarianism is a form of Consequentialism A% ? 5 7 S AN a@ (@:H o ¢ ljr)S E VG\ DX C’{' oM
N b 3 T v 90
e Consequentialism: it's the consequences or outcomes of e oY [ d .

an action are what make it moral or immoral.
o Better outcome = better action

e Whether an action is right or wrong depends solely on
e what happens because of the action

e Consequentialism is impartial and impersonal

e Consequentialism doesn’t care about your intentions, or
Bl - your beliefs, or what rules you were following or trying to

follow

e Consequentialism says Schuyler and Tryne are equally

P good
—— Matters: Doesn’t matter:
——— e Outcomes e Intentions
e Rules that you're
following

e Who's doing the action

e Why they did the action

OBl fodaniam 1S what mukes an adfion
2o0d ¢ bﬂd 1< haw weh ol k&/ s
frodoced b < tHhat acfone.
S Ehe
= wocely bect ackons (8 Hhat

Utilitarianism

whieh  nmalsimiae Okl e

NS (& e eqguentiialist becavse the awovhne of

L Ll k9 Prodnee %0 dae of the QConsequenee of an
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— e Utilitarians accept “The Greatest Happiness Principle”

o Mill: “actions are right in proportion as they tend to

et promote happiness, wrong as they tend to produce the
reverse of happiness.”

e Morally right = produces happiness
e Morally wrong = produces unhappiness




e What is happiness?
o Mill: “by happiness is intended pleasure, and the
absence of pain; by unhappiness, pain, and the

privation of pleasure.” H\QV\ COMES SNH)wmEe. 1 V’«bb /5 h
o Happiness = pleasure and no pain \ (H,\ eonr \7/ ,QW

e Unhappiness = pain and no pleasure

e The more pleasure an action causes, the more ethically
right the action is

e The more pain an action causes, the more ethically wrong
the action is

e An action that produces lots of pleasure and a little pain
might be better than an action that produces no pleasure
and no pain

XS not obont how happy ofher pesple (57 (s about
U .

o No one person is special; your happiness doesn't matter
more than other people’s

o It's the total amount of happiness in the world, regardless of
who has it or how many people it's divided across

Why be utilitarian?

o N be laliferian 9 why

any N C_ g\b‘-’/d’ ﬁ) {(Qw y A ( In other words: what we really want is pleasure without
Y pain.

Everything else we say we want is just a tool to get

pleasure or to avoid pain

Pleasure is good, pain is bad.

So if you want to do good things, do whatever increases

pleasure and decreases pain. >

Accovdi to  Pwistotle —

Mill: “the theory of life on which this theory of morality is
grounded [is] that pleasure, and freedom from pain, are
the only things desirable as ends; and that all desirable
things (which are as numerous in the utilitarian as in any
other scheme) are desirable either for the pleasure
inherent in themselves, or as means to the promotion of
pleasure and the prevention of pain.” B

w alke poovse(f -
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Why be utilitarian? y
) . T 3
— buk s Liole yeal o s and of A
e In other words: what we really want is pleasure without Se\( '\/k\/?lk \ +V ‘\ Cjk &
pain.

Everything else we say we want is just a tool to get
pleasure or to avoid pain

Pleasure is good, pain is bad.

So if you want to do good things, do whatever increases
pleasure and decreases pain. L Al

Mill: “According to the Greatest Happiness Principle, as
above explained, the ultimate end, with reference to and
for the sake of which all other things are desirable
(whether we are considering our own good or that of other
people), is an existence exempt as far as possible from
pain, and as rich as possible in enjoyments, both in point
of quantity and quality”

Utility Monster

e Imagine a person that has the capacity to feel more
happiness than all other people combined |
e If we put all our resources into making this person happy,
that will maximize happiness =
o Even if millions of people starve to death
o The utility monster feels more happiness than they | -
ever would, so we have to let them starve




