Forum 3 learning objectives:
· to introduce and compare Utilitarianism with Ethical/Rational Egoism
· to explore and analyze Principle of Utility and the Utilitarian pain/happiness calculus in our everyday life experience
· to expose some of the problems associated with Utilitarianism
· to compare Utilitarianism with Kant's Moral Theory and Kant's Rational Universability
· to expose some difficulties with Kant's Categorical Imperative
· to expose the differences between the Utilitarian and Kant's view of Retribution
[bookmark: _GoBack] 
  
(1) Utilitarianism is a consequentialist theory in that it evaluates the moral value of one’s actions according to their consequences. The Principle of Utility says that when considering the question how should I treat others and myself, one should consider all open alternatives for action, including their specific affects on those who are involved, and choose the alternative that yields the largest net gain of happiness over pain.
a. Do you think this is a good theory in comparison to Ethical Egoism? Explain
b. From your own personal experience, describe a situation where you acted like a utilitarian. Do you think this was the best choice of all the alternatives open to you under the circumstances? Explain.
  
Watch the clip in Fun for Thought
(2) According to Singer, a very famous utilitarian philosopher who wrote the book Animal Liberation (1975), which change how we think about animal and animals' rights. Singer claims that because animals can feel pain, just like us, we should limit the amount of pain we inflict on animals, especially when we use them for some trivial purposes without which our life style wouldn't be harm by much, especially in comparison to the pain animals suffer. Singer says, “Most human beings are speciesists” because they “take an active part in, acquiesce in, and allow their taxes to pay for practices that require the sacrifice of the most important interests of members of other species in order to promote the most trivial interests of their own species.”(You may want to view the clips in Fun for Thought at this points)
a. Construct the utilitarian argument Singer has in mind when he conclude that we should limit the amount of pain we inflict on animals. Give a specific example for animal treatment we can and ought to change.
b. Do you agree with Singer? Explain yourself well. 

 
(3) The utilitarian calculus of happiness over pain also serves us in our personal decisions. Imagine that you find out that you are pregnant and that you have to consider whether to have or not have an abortion. As in the case of any other ethical problems, both choices involve some good consequences and some bad consequences. (View a student debate about abortion - click, and a quick word about the language of the debate - click)
   a. List some good consequences that having an abortion will yield to you and others involved.
b. List some bad consequences that having an abortion will yield to you and others involved.
c. Use these benefits and harms to explain how would you reach a utilitarian decision in your own case.
    
(4) As you have seen in Chapter 8, even though Utilitarianism is one of the dominant moral theories of our times, the debate regarding the adequacy of the theory is complex and persistent.
a. Briefly describe ALL the problems Rachels associate with Utilitarianism in sections 8.1 through 8.5.
b. Do you think that those problems are sufficient for dismissing Utilitarianism? In your answer you may use the rest of the chapter or provide your own facts and reasons. Use example/s to support your evaluation of Utilitarianism.

  
(5) Whereas the utilitarian claims that we should always aim to generate the greatest net gain of happiness over pain, the Kantian argues that pleasure and pain have nothing to do with morality. Instead, the Kantian claims that hinging morality on projected consequences and individual feelings leads to inconsistent moral directive. She says that the rational universability, which is embodied in the Categorical Imperative, is a better principle than the Principle of Utility.
a. Explain what is the Categorical Imperative and how does it embody rational universability? In your answer, give an example of an application of the Categorical Imperative.
b. Which principle – the Principle of Utility or the Categorical Imperative – seems better to you? Why?
    
 
(6) At the end of chapter 9, Rachels offers a way to avoid the trouble the case of the Inquiring Murderer poses for Kant’s theory.
a. Explain Rachel’s suggestion.
b. Describe another case where violating a universal rule (not about lying) can be made reasonable. Use an example from your own life experience.


(7) Regarding the discussion about Retribution in chapter 10:
a. What is the utilitarian view regarding punishment and what is Kant’s view regarding punishment?Which view of punishment seems better to you? Why?
b. How does Kant’s view regarding Capital Punishment follow from the version of the Categorical Imperative cited at the middle of section 10.1?
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