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There are four terms for you to define and six short answer questions.  They are all worth 10 points each, and there is partial credit for partially correct definitions/short answers.
Email your exams to me in MSWORD or a Word-compatible format, no later than 5pm, Friday, April 27.
Good luck!
________________________________________________________ 
Define:
Authority:
 Is the right to exercise the power
State of Nature:
 Hypothetical scenario which we imagine life would be life without any political authority  
Hedonism:
Is the view that happiness is the only thing that intrinsic good.
Intrinsic Good:
 As you said in class, something is intrinsic good or valuable in itself and its end in itself. 	
Short Answers:
What is the “social contract,” according to Locke?  Why do we make it? 
The agreement we make that create political authority. Also, social contract describes the needs by the state that required to exercise that power.  people can’t inforce the law by themselves because sometime they will over react. If there is no common law the cooperation between people will be less.
What does Hume say about the sorts of reasons we typically give for the things we value?
 Hume thinks that people will give you many reasons that let their values objective. However, those reasons are not transferable to others, for example maybe someone thinks family is something valuable because his family did something to him made him stronger but other people may disagree because they have bad families.  
What does Kant mean by ‘Enlightenment’ and why does he think so many people resist it?
Enlightenment consist of is the courage to exercise your own individual judgment. Also he thinks it’s a sing of maturity. People resist it for 2 reasons cowardness because they are afraid to make their own decision and take responsibility for it. Second is laziness because if you let other people deiced will be easier.
What is the Utilitarian theory of obligation? 
Promotion of happiness and general welfare, determining if the action is right or wrong depend on if the action increase happiness or decrease it. If it increases happiness so it is right and vice versa.
One criticism of Utilitarianism says that one has neither the time nor the information necessary to figure out whether an action’s outcome will be good or bad, prior to acting.  What is Mill’s response to this?
He thinks we don’t need to calculate the outcome of every act we can rely on human history. For instance, sleeping with your neighbor wife has been done before and we know the outcome of that action.
I sketched three additional objections to Utilitarianism.  Give a brief description of each.
· Utilitarianism treats motive as normally irrelevant, no mentioning of motive in Utilitarianism philosophy. When someone saves a boy from drowning in the ocean because his live matters, it is obvious that motive morally not because to be famous. Utilitarianism can’t explain this action.
· Perverse results, for example, there is a population gets happiness from bad things Utilitarianism can’t explain that their source of happiness is wrong. Moreover, Utilitarianism can’t say that gladiator games in roman history were wrong.
·  It can’t explain why we must keep promises to people who died, it is simply says if breaking a promise will give you happiness break it. 
