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Corisidering the Consequences 363

ain but instead should determine how we can
tisfy human preferences, interests, or desires.
utilitarians argue that the motive behind an
irrelevant and that it is possible to measure
er an act causes more pleasure than pain and
ore has more “utility” This would seem a very
and time-consuming exercise, and there-
utilitarians adjust this basic principle by
ng rules of thumb that draw on past experi-
in contrast, rule utilitarians link consequen-
with moral rules and argue that if we follow
rules, better consequences are likely to
In this sense, rule consequentialism may be
blend with deontology to a limited extent.
mple, most of us believe that as a rule we
speak the truth, even when doing so in a
- instance would cause more pain than plea-
d that in the long term telling the truth
s greater benefits overall.

One main criticism of consequentialism is that it
puts the outcome of an action above the ideals of
justice, such as treating people fairly. It can also be
argued that utilitarianism requires us to give away all
our resources to others because that would promote
the general welfare and pleasure of others. In choos-
ing between duty and consequences, we have to
weigh absolute rules about how we should act against
the need to calculate which act will provide the most
pleasure for the greatest number of people.

Consequentialism is considered an important
theory in punishment policy and practice because a
major focus of policy making for the punishment of
offenders is deterrence—that is, attempting to deter
crime by drawing attention to the penalties that will
be imposed for criminal acts. This approach assumes
that giving certain individuals or groups of offenders
more severe punishments to deter others from com-
mitting similar crimes is for the benefit of everyone.

DISCUSSION CASE
, ishing a Police Officer for False Testimony

¥York police officer James Sullivan, 34, had a distinguished record, having made nearly 100 arrests
2 earned nearly 2 dozen commendations during his 9-year career. A man he had arrested in 1998,
B was subsequently convicted and jailed and then released on parole, was appearing before the
district court in Brooklyn on a parole revocation hearing. Sullivan had received a subpoena to
iy at this hearing.

= background to the case was that Sullivan and his partner had arrested Mr. Francis on
ges of attempted murder and firearms possession following a shooting. Francis, who had
=e prior convictions, including one for conspiracy to distribute cocaine, was tried in state
and acquitted on all charges arising from the Sullivan arrest. However, following his acquit-
wrancis was indicted by federal prosecutors for firearms possession and convicted and jailed.
convicted felon, he could not legally possess a firearm.

an and his partner Melin had both testified in the state trial that they had taken the weapon
Francis, placed it in the trunk of their vehicle, and then driven straight to the police station.
officers also testified that Sullivan had picked the weapon up from the place where Francis
opped it. However, Sullivan later told a federal prosecutor that, in fact, Melin had picked up

had handed it to him (Sullivan), and that Sullivan had put it on the front seat of the patrol

During the federal trial of Frandis, the prosecutor revealed that Sullivan had given this false
tony in the state trial.
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