
JOHN MILL UTILITARIANISM ESSAY

Free Essay: John Stuart Mill and Utilitarianism Utilitarianism defined, is the contention that a man should judge
everything based on the ability to promote.

More cannot be done and should not be expected in a proof re ultimate ends. He can use it as the testimony of
God to the usefulness or hurtfulness of any given course of action, by as good a right as others can use it for
the indication of a transcendental law, having no connection with usefulness or with happiness. And this, as
long as foresight is a human quality, it is to be presumed they will continue to do. Though the application of
the standard may be difficult, it is better than none at all: while in other systems, the moral laws all claiming
independent authority, there is no common umpire entitled to interfere between them; their claims to
precedence one over another rest on little better than sophistry, and unless determined, as they generally are,
by the unacknowledged influence of considerations of utility, afford a free scope for the action of personal
desires and partialities. But Mill in no way believes that the relation between desirable and desired is a matter
of definition. It is clear to those who know the essay of that the caveat is directed against Bentham, that
Bentham is the counterpart of the Jesuits and Shakers, but no explicit sign of this intention appears. Even that
most intractable of enemies, disease, may be indefinitely reduced in dimensions by good physical and moral
education, and proper control of noxious influences; while the progress of science holds out a promise for the
future of still more direct conquests over this detestable foe. It was not within their power to act differently.
The utilitarian morality does recognise in human beings the power of sacrificing their own greatest good for
the good of others. There is no system, no basic principle in the moral views of the Victorian era though. But
this answers neither the question of measurement nor the question of the comparison of interpersonal utility.
This idea of moral responsibility does not seem far-fetched. Stereotypes are dividing certain group because of
a reason. One should note, however, that the aim of the proof is not to answer the question why one should be
moral. He wonders where the line should be drawn between human life being assigned to the individual and
being allocated to society But others besides utilitarians have been of opinion that the Christian revelation was
intended, and is fitted, to inform the hearts and minds of mankind with a spirit which should enable them to
find for themselves what is right, and incline them to do it when found, rather than to tell them, except in a
very general way, what it is; and that we need a doctrine of ethics, carefully followed out, to interpret to us the
will God. Interpersonal comparisons of utility are confronted with the related question whether and under
which conditions one can say that, for instance, Harriet Taylor and John Stuart Mill experience an equal
amount of happiness. The second task is to make plausible that the various types of judgments about justice
can be traced back to a systematic core; and the third task consists in showing that the principle of utility
constructs this core. A state of exalted pleasure lasts only moments, or in some cases, and with some
intermissions, hours or days, and is the occasional brilliant flash of enjoyment, not its permanent and steady
flame. At its most basic claim, the right course of action one must take should be in the interest of maximizing
what is known as utility. Both claims cannot be reconciled, or so it seems, and this is the problem. Can
quantities of happiness be measured like temperatures? In other words Utilitarianism states that good is what
brings the most happiness to the most people. In a hospital there are four individuals in dire need of a heart
transplant. Galt's Annals of the Parish. Moral rights are concerned with the basic conditions of a good life.
This however is not what Mill means. When, however, it is thus positively asserted to be impossible that
human life should be happy, the assertion, if not something like a verbal quibble, is at least an exaggeration. If
no more be meant by the objection than that many utilitarians look on the morality of actions, as measured by
the utilitarian standard, with too exclusive a regard, and do not lay sufficient stress upon the other beauties of
character which go towards making a human being lovable or admirable, this may be admitted. Causal
necessity means that events are accompanied not only factually without exception by certain effects, but
would also be under counter-factual circumstances. Not only do I plan to discuss and explain each of these
parts on the conception of liberty, but I also plan to discuss my thoughts and feelings. Bentham denounced the
idea of natural rights as " simple nonsense, rhetorical nonsense, â€” nonsense upon stilts " , whilst failing to
provide an alternative utilitarian justification for rights. And this indeed is what his treatment suggests. A
sacrifice which does not increase, or tend to increase, the sum total of happiness, it considers as wasted. The
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thought of moral rights is the systematic core of our judgments of justice. For ought implies can. It is this
second task, and this second approach, that I undertake in this general introduction. Across historical periods
of times, the correct ideas of intrinsic good and moral rightness will gradually gain more influence. We are
morally obliged to follow those social rules and precepts the observance of which promotes happiness in the
greatest extent possible. Utilitarians who have cultivated their moral feelings, but not their sympathies nor
their artistic perceptions, do fall into this mistake; and so do all other moralists under the same conditions.


