
THE ADDITION OF JOHN STUART MILL ON BENTHAMS VIEWS ON

UTILITARIANISM

The ethical theory of John Stuart Mill () is most extensively friend to Jeremy Bentham, John Stuart Mill came in contact
with utilitarian thought at a very .. Actions which add to the sum of happiness in the world but fail to maximize.

But these are complications to be borne in mind later. For the moment, it is necessary to know why he had to
make that fine adjustment. The well-being of the group is simply the sum total of the interests of the all of its
members. Secondly, his account of the role sentiment played in moral judgment and commitment to moral
norms influenced Mill's thoughts about the internal sanctions of morality. Mill, for example, has been accused,
again and again, of being an inconsistent utilitarian because he held that, when comparing the value of two
pleasures, we should not forget to take their quality into account. And if it is about their value we are
speaking, we should ask him if he is referring to their value for the person concerned or for humanity. I do not
see a difference of quality at all Rule Utilitarianism: Pros and Cons Unlike act utilitarians, who try to
maximize overall utility by applying the utilitarian principle to individual acts, rule utilitarians believe that we
can maximize utility only by setting up a moral code that contains rules. The right action in any situation is the
one that yields more utility i. In general, whatever is being evaluated, we ought to choose the one that will
produce the best overall results. Being able to trust other people is extremely important to our well-being. Mill
anticipates the objection that people desire other things such as virtue. Combine this criterion of rightness with
a view that we should be actively trying to promote overall happiness, and one has a serious incompatibility
with psychological egoism. When a man offends two volatile brothers with an insult, Jon wants to kill him; he
shoots but misses. The point is whether it is fair to punish people for actions which they could not control. In
addition, the costs i. For instance, is society culpable for not intervening in cases of suicide, euthanasia, and
other self-destructive activities such as drug addiction? Philosophers may pursue knowledge as their ultimate
goal; others value virtue, fame or wealth. This emphasis on beauty was one facet of Moore's work that made
him a darling of the Bloomsbury Group. And this appears to be a rule-utilitarian conception. It is doubtlessly
not the same to say that an action is right if it actually facilitates happiness, or to say that it is right if it tends to
facilitate happiness. Among the things that can be evaluated are actions, laws, policies, character traits, and
moral codes. This is because he notes that there are a variety of parameters along which we quantitatively
measure pleasure â€” intensity and duration are just two of those. We are the sorts of beings that have social
feelings, feelings for others, not just ourselves. With this, the second step of the argument is complete. In order
to understand his position it is important to differentiate between two ways of defining act and rule
utilitarianism. Summary and evaluation As an abstract ethical doctrine, Utilitarianism has established itself as
one of the small number of live options that must be taken into account and either refuted or accepted by any
philosopher taking a position in normative ethics. There are imperfect obligations which have no correlative
right CW 10, 


