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Utilitarianism is one of the best known and the most influential moral theories. Its core idea is that whether actions are morally right or wrong depends on their effects according to internet encyclopedia of philosophy. The purpose of morality is in life is increasing the number of good things and decreasing the number of bad things. Utilitarianism rejects the system of, orals in the society which consisted of traditions and customs or orders of leaders considered as supernatural beings (Shafer-Landau, 2015). They believe that what makes morality is human and non-human beings contributions.

There are two most classical and important utilitarian's who are Jeremy Bentham of the year (1748-1832) and John Stuart Mill of the year (1806-1873). They were both important theorists and social reformers. They had a major impact both on philosophical work both on moral theory and in many approaches to economic, political and social policy. In this discussion, we are going to discuss the differences and similarities between mill's and Bentham's utilitarianism (Shafer-Landau, 2015).

One of the similarities between the two utilitarian's is that they both felt that the greatest good was happiness that is the attainment of pleasure and absence of pain. However, the type of pleasure differed between the two men. Bentham felt that pleasure was equal to all types of pleasures and allowed greater freedom to the individuals. Mill believed that in quality of pleasure. Bentham was concerned with the quantity of happiness whereas mill aimed for a better quality of happiness for all (Shafer-Landau, 2015).

Mill and Bentham also had differences in their assumption relating to human nature. Bentham did not consider humans better than animals. According to Mill man was not an animal but rather he was superior to all animals. He claimed that man had the intellect and he considered intellectual pleasure greater than or more superior sensual pleasure (Shafer-Landau, 2015). Man does not follow blind folded after human pleasures but rather he makes distinctive differences in qualities of pleasure.

Bentham and mill also differed in ethical practices. According to Bentham man should carry out activities yielding the maximum pleasure without making qualitative distinctions. However according to Mill man is not to become an animal. Man's humanity is valuable to man's duty as he lives to attain high qualities and nobler or greater pleasures (Shafer-Landau, 2015). It is creditable to be human being even by designing sensual pleasure.

They also deferred in the distinction between distinctions of pleasures. Mill termed some activities noble while others he termed them as a base. Bentham does not admit any difference in tendencies but mill classified human tendencies by qualitative differences. All the differences between the two utilitarian's are based on the intellectual and psychological tendencies of humans. Mill based his arguments on intellectuality while Bentham based his discussions on psychology (Shafer-Landau, 2015).

Bentham and mill have a similarity in considering pleasure to the supreme end of life. They claim every living beings sole purpose in life is to create pleasure and happiness. All human actions are aimed at satisfaction and attainment of happiness. All human beings sought to be free from pain. However, mill makes no distinction between pleasure and happiness. He claims that character, health, respect and the kind are all means to happiness. Hedonistically he defines and brings out the difference between good and evil. He states that any activity is considered good if it is pleasant and causes more pleasure than pain (Shafer-Landau, 2015). Whereas if an activity causes more pain than the pleasure, it is evil.

Both mill and Bentham are supporters of ethical hedonism. Mill believed in psychological hedonism and Bentham still hedonism is based in psychology. For the two of them, human beings always desire only those things that are pleasant. It is always based on how human beings look at things and desire them. How they consider one thing to be better than the other. The sole evidence that one thing is desirable is actually that people desire it. Of which the ultimate goal is not the individual but rather general happiness. Mill presents the following logic to support his argument "no reason can be given why the general happiness is desirable except that each person so far as he believes it to be attainable, desires his happiness. They claim that one person's happiness is good to that person as well to the general happiness and therefore good to the aggregate of all persons (Shafer-Landau, 2015).

The more and greater difference in views of the two is the difference given pleasure. Mill disagreed with Bentham's quantitative theory of pleasure, and he based his arguments on quality. He claimed that if all pleasures were the same, then human pleasures would be equal to the pleasures of animals. He claimed that pleasures of intellectual proportion would lead to the greatest happiness and not the lowest pleasures. He considered intellectual pleasures to be high. Measurement of pleasure was now laid down to a group of intellectuals called the competent judges (Shafer-Landau, 2015). One should strive to seek intellectual pleasure and increase his happiness.

However, both approaches of pleasure have their advantages and disadvantages. The quantitative approach can be good approach since it is less objective.  One person would prefer doing one thing, and the other person prefers doing another different thing. For example, one person may prefer watching from his room while another person prefers going to town for a movie. The competent judge, in this case, would be biased since they wouldn't be able to determine which the best pleasure in this case. But also quality pleasure have the sense that some pleasures are more fulfilling than others (Shafer-Landau, 2015). And if all the society desired the more fulfilling types of pleasure it would lead to development and innovation however as mill claims not everyone wishes for these pleasures.
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