Epicurus (create your own life) Epictetus( get with the program immerse within a system Consequentialism

Deontology

Actions

Consequentialism

Consequences

All under heaven

Greatest good for the greatest number

Utilitarians

Plato 4th BC Greek       epicurus anicient greek 4 th century bc
Dialogues (plays)
Happiness (frineds and enough money for your basic needs and freedom)

Hedonist Lindsay lohan

Hornable person keep their word.

Don’t take other people property. (steal)

Borrow a knife from Joe.

Crazy Joe.

Don’t give knives to crazy people.

To do good you think about the consequences.

Epicurus. 他认为结果很重要

Reason for living? Happy.

Goal---Happiness

Friends, freedom, money for basic needs.

In Enlightenment 17th to the late 19th
有了更多东西在政治方面

utilitarianism – Utility =usefulness

What is greatest good= happiness
Creating the greatest good for the greatest number

U principle

Only rule to follow for Utilitarianism

Jeremy Bentham = 18th English

Pain/pleasure reality of life

Seek pleasure, avoid pain.

Basis for morals/ethics.

Animals =Animals have a moral rights.

Animals are morally equal to people.

John Stuart Mill     Utilitarianism

 He accuses Bentham of being a Hedonist快乐主义者

Facts do not equal values 

Is / ought fallacy

Mill wants to argue; intellectual pleasures and they are superior to the animal pleasure 

If is better to be an unhappy human thatn a happy pig
Seek pleasure. Lindsay Lohan

Quality of the pleasure is equal if not more important than the quantity.

Base pleasure which we share with the animals, higher pleasure which we don’t share with animals, namely intellectual pleasure.

It is better to be an unhappy person rather than a happy pig.

Dignity

Ignorance is bliss
无知是福
Any human life is superior to any animals.
Miill does not want to be a hedonist 

Htilitarian; greatest happiness for the greatest number’ end justifies the means

machi

Human dignity.尊严
If people choose the pig its only because they are incapable of the higher.

Weakness of character.

Choose the nearer lesser good over the farer greater good.

Procrastination ---moral falling 拖延
Self-interest

Don’t consider yourself when you choose the greatest number, even I am not going to be happy about it.

There is no ultimate happiness.

Happiness itself is its own goal.

Sth like money, power, etc. provided these happiness is not violating the Utilitarian principle.

On Liberty

Canada’s philosopher

America = John Locke

2nd Treatise on Government

John Rawls- 20th American

Act Utilitarianism VS. Rule Utilitarianism

End justifies the means.

Ursula Mcguinn -Those who walk away from Oomala

Mill, Bentham, acts

Sports    win the game, win the championship

Play by the rules.

Promises
Sports 
Good society, want people to keep their promises.

Can’t just be for the greatest good for the greatest number.

Promise.

Should you sacrifice a human life to save others?

Ursala LeGuin

Peter Singer 
You are obligated to give your excess money to the deserving poor

Utilitarian- greatest good for the greatest number.

Once you have achieved a basic sense of happiness it is your obligation职责 to make others happy.

All you excess wealth to give to the deserving poor.

Argument for charity.

1) Just because they are unknown is not an answer. You could kill unknown people by contaminating food. Not guilty of inaction secretly posion people
2) Lack of certainty is not an answer. Speed through a school zone not sure if you will hit anyone.

3) The poor would die if I didn’t exist, so why should I help them now? The fact is you do exist and you can’t pretend you don’t.

If we can sacrifice something that is not significance but will possibly help others, then we should.

The people have to should that they are trying to better their lives.

Robert Nozick – Existential criticism of Utilitarianism

We like to be a certain way more than feel a certain way.

Experience Machine – Virtual Reality Paradise

Feelings are everything?

World is full of injustice. But is give everyone a happy pill.

Kant – a world based on feeling has no justice.

Right and Wrong

Utilitarianism – it sometimes right to do the wrong thing. It is sometimes good to do evil.

Rights are things that if they exist are there whether you want them or not.

Natural rights.

Right to exist.

Religion.

Kant is very religious.

Ultimate philosopher of rights.

Equality and Justice.

Morality exist because Human exist.

Human have two qualities that are necessary for moral to exist. We have freedom to choose. Reason. We have the ability to reason out that the right VS the Wrong.

Human are special.

We are naturally moral.

Reason, should guide our choices. Reason is linked(logic) our choices should be logical. Logic is like math.

When you make a personal choice it has to be universal law.

Maxim = personal rule

Treat all maxims as universal rules.

Only human have morality, and morality is a good thing in-itself, then humans are good things in-themselves.

Treat all humans as ends never as means.

Categorical imperatives. 绝对命令  如果某种行为无关于任何目的，而出自纯粹客观的必然性，那么这种令式才是定言令式
Right VS. what is good.

Utilitarians make errors – you can never know the consequences for certain. But you can know the categorically right thing to do for certain, through reason.

Hypothetical imperative – its always based in the future, consequences are always in the future.式如果行為是實現目的的手段，則被康德称为“假言令式”。
Do what is right regardless the consequences.

Duty-bound to follow certain rules in order to be moral beings.

Duty – Greek = Deon

Deontology

Kantian Ethics VS. the Consequentialists

	consequentialism
	denotology

	consequences
	Duty/duties

	wants
	rights

	Emotions/feelings
	Reason/logic

	Mill ,bentham, singer
	 kant

	
	Kantian ethics

	Good bad evil
	Right  wrong

	
	


Deontology rights justice equality
Kant 18 th german very religious religion natural rights
Good will choices(freedom of choice)
Only humans have this animals are slaves to their desires

Morality requires choice

Choices must be based upon reason

The only reason morality exists is because humans exist.

Reason =logic=math

My moral judgements cannot be subjective they must be objective

My morals must be universals

Categorical imperative

Deductive logic

Consequentialists hypothetical imperative we can never really know the consequences of our actions

I can’t know the future

Probabilities

Inductive logic

2 phrasings of the categorical

1) Treat all maxims ( personal rules) as if they were universal laws

2) Treat all people as ends as never as means
You never consider the consequences

Plato- 4th century greek

Plato vs kant

