BT B (S 4eE—% @) 10/8/2010

S

Lecture 4. & 53 ~ SLE/E 0184 2

Gl

(A) " %% | (deontology)$2 T 44 £ | (consequentialism)®&y %L -

TR M & %% , (deontology)
(consequentialism)
ITEH BRI BERE | ATHERBEIEREZRRAR
B RS T

WMAELE L EZMETE) | R

FE R IR AR B ATE I IEUEATAE R R R L B AT B AR LB LR

The good 18 &7 theright | The right & &% the good

FRAFARKF 60 14 R 80 4T B AR HRAT o

B FEBBRORFZT BB RETRE

BEATE BRARWER ATHafEt %i&*i?ﬁ ' fTH) a A BHE R B SAIRAT(R A X

ALLATEN b | METARARAT Wik R ERATT S 2) 1 S ATH b A B
B R AT #%Jﬁf”@%iﬁ 1R B[ 2 K| B 3ATAT
Wik R #b) -

ok
Ae

(B) & % 3w b4 5 44

BB EEE R AR S Ay B ey RAE muﬁ%%%%%%ﬁ
W QUATEZ AR E A RN E S c UTHENLERHEES

(1)L 4785 B £ 2L 8 & 753 32 3% (agent-centered deontological theories)

BN ERHERERM SO RIR  TEHH A R TE

BROEREIR BEARAEACHARETHEARNACER A  MmiEA Lid
1% % F;(obligation) $:& 424 ¥ (permission) > E b R F5 IR I T REM/E A ITE 69 & -

Blho > XERABBAECTTLXOES S RFTXARBRUEORY  ETAMAZ
FAREGEH -

Blda > & BAB N FLFKEF o BRI AE AR 69T 0 T R S0 AR R A AP
BABEMARGIE AT o Bl > FANERA BRI RATIEAFR G RS > Bp{E R B4
R R AT R

LB T OATEE AR AR ER T AR REBAANE BEARER
BRI LAPITHER RS FRACESEE LB MAEEE B T EAN




B R F gk (cause) KA AVE B F ~ KAt F(enable) b NEIFARANERF -

Ht > BHOEBREC TEAZEZEE (Pl RFREEEER)GFA—
EHBEATEAZAEREE AHEEATAEE A B EE

PRAE SRR BT RIBAT R AL " BT R AEZXIRE | R ME—F w5
$85 fplko 0 ()38 38 T AT E)E 69 IR K BE | (mental states) P58 2 A 69 %5 (b)3&A T 4T
15 69478 (actions) A /B X A & 89323 5 (o) Ll B AL R A N IER -

LATF 3 (a)#L(b) -

o

(338 T8 H e CIKE | bRz A G R RTR
L EENaA BB WEBHES ERYNNEATTHEZATHATRESE

1R -

BlF RFAXEBRZFREYH—EAMK > BEWRAKN T T T 2D
B BRITATINIEGIT TR —RERER

BT  FAXBEERBRE—BEEHFATFE  REAM—BREAGHGHBERE -

BBILEHHES  ALEREGFF XM TEBRLESHEORE  $BANE
REE > XTomRanER BAX K TSN EE (MALITHOHER) &
ETHGTHATLEE LELEE

BFFAN BB EEE X BOTHELTRETRIFOZR ) —BTEHELE
& B AT RITF e 15 R R A 1R EEEY ~ ARSI o

o

RiBRI;  ARBILEFGHIER > wREA X AT % R R £ 4945 £ (harm) »
BILGERZATHOMEE S 2R XA EEFRLGE > A X 0iTHLF L%
& & 49 - tbJR B #% 2 “the doctrine of double effect” Z KB # AP 2 F —E R 4098 1EF A -

Bldo > FAY B AL BMBEHBRH > &ERABFAZIRE -YATH
g BEA BATBREREAABRBKERY BRBEHZATHYMFE S - “the
doctrine of double effect” 7 LA fEFE AAT Y 94T E) R R 2B B H 0y o

AR Y wideg o B Y 9T e LB E®E -

Blao > BABL TR —MBFHEG  MAFRETER T B4 FH9B L
BTHREFHAES > MALL T HERA - “the doctrine of double effect” ] LA A2 FF 2 47
BANITHLAREIE®TY -

% T #4# the doctrine of double effect” » JLIE B HHEZ U — LB ETH @R

/,7\ :

& F AR Yes No (18 R 4F 6918 A7 2R A% D A8 4F)
RiEiEE

PE:ORE




FAXE XwyEireA
B EREAT | 518 E e
%1 (intend) 1% R & 2l [ (risk)
(23] e Rk
FIEXYER)

X ey ¥ATH TR
IETTTUTES
(cause) ({2 E 2433
B RIIFEXGE
)

X FAR 2 X ATH)
T E L
1% X (predict) (12 &
R (MIEER)
g R A)

|®ﬁ%r”%%%ﬁ%J%§%$ﬁ
TR é@%%}am 'ﬁT—F 7 X3k :
and allowing)

C#AT 8T AU | A BT & B (the doctrine of doing

fl4m > B A X 4835

Omissions/Causings

BREHETF B

BRAKRBREERB R EH XTI RBRBEZLT

4o > B AR R T o allow) BB A ~ TR 2 % A (cause) FE T A o

Allowing/Causing

fldo > BARELERELR  ERMERBEE L TR ER LA

& 4.7 % | o Enabling/Causing

Bl s X Y 2580 Y o fe 250 Gk

BMANBT B Y HELS PR X FEAR

Az -

Causing/Accelerating

e

EEEY X BTAM BB
ARY BT mMAEMRY BT

QUATE Z AR H A E I R RS

theories)
BN R IR R
ﬁﬁf]%”\f(u\éiﬁkﬁ%/{‘ AHBAE S ARR

Blde T EARETE EA

(patient-centered deontological

TARZATE B AR R NG HEA]

ARAE IS

iR AR AT EARERA o

C RAEEEE A AN ERZ TR | 694 F(the right

against being used only as means for producing good consequences without one’s consent) &

FUE R R IE AT X R —FEMH A
S8 Bh s RyeyiER o
kﬁ%ﬂM%TmMﬁﬁTWW%¢ﬁﬁ

£

FEY AR,

CORER ST

AR AR HNEAZ

BlF— @ — B
HAGEEEE %&b%éﬂiéﬁﬁ%ﬁéx%%
RIE IR BRI B ITH RS E iR
E-MERACSBATERERILEA -

BT —EREMA BETHOBETHART ZEA -

B A b R BT

FAME R 69 A B ]

BlF—  A—HTEEREREDBEIAFGER  RERIe £ —
PIEE > BEERBEHTFMIET TR ZETARLMFR -

HAVGYE1E B R AR ZIEAEIET

AR BB I

BTHEMBIA -

P FEZAELHE T RE EQHEAT ~ Ay F AT BRI

B B4 8 24K




BlF=Z A HEEERBERAELBEIALEEBR  REGHIeFHEETEEG S —BF
o BRELE—EITA

ﬁmé@a‘ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%@*ﬂﬁa ERER e ERITE

RIF LR BT Ll:t/fTéﬁz:Xk'f% #H B ARIEIEF A BTN T AREKIRE
MLA@ﬁ&%lkﬁ”aﬁﬁ&.%EMLAﬁ E5 R E R4k F i H A mAT R o

C) T&%%H Ay THEH | REWEL

FESbERREERE © BHREHBIF SN RMGBEBEREER > BRATHA
B ERRABERBIES  (DITEE AR EE FEIF0Te R LEEER
B QEFRARERITHHLRARKRSBANRAF ZER > MALTITEHH R
FBEACADT s MARABAL -

(D) & %5 3 04 4 1B 4 25 91 (7] 3k

(D& Ar R R SBAE L LB AT @A 6 E] tldo o RATELHFRY T
LB HBHRER 0 XA T IR R AGELT > SR - BRAARTF L7
AHRERBTHRIZBEMTA G RMEA LB R HR -

QAEFELEFEAT » EHHERKRMOBLBEEER o E—EEEZHOALERLE
BERNTETT—REEZMBRBBEEZFHBYNEB R EARAETENBRIFHLER
A~ BEEBRWALRG - BRBEEHGTLY  BHE OB EREIHTEARL
BIElG  EREFAT  ZRE&M T RUYREEFIREEEZNA HIEFHMUTER
g HEANNEEER -

BB TRMGBHBEEAGTRNSE THBRHB BT AR Ry o PR

FEF S XA AR S MAT R —ERRE BB /EE SR -

Q&R UTFRYE T FHITECHERBUNB LR S YR REPAT - AA TERH
A EAEIF R S AR ER o 2R > T —BEERBEREIIT ) T TR EZBER
MHBAT ) BT —EHAERER ) MR TR EMANERER ) P 2 RS HRR Y
PRI R BAFa 1R - BB AR A T AR 6 F3 , (the paradox of

deontological constraints) °




(BE) & ayE e 92 ¢ —EIFF if1uay il

B 4& (Immanuel Kant)

T AR LERFREIOEET LR - THER
BFFEHLERRGGER BANLT & EET MmN
Konigsberg (FFRNHE © B A7 & 6 JR 07 A 45 8) -

TR ZEEFCLIEZRAH] (BRI H)
(Critique of Pure Reason)(1781) ~ (‘B B I MLt #] )
(Critique of Practical Reason)(1788) ~ { | /1 3L #] )
(Critique of Judgment)(1790) - 1770 B4 B 4F (4t E
MRLF ) EBET T —FHT XA TAR - BFHBAR
BT AT Y Ak R R TR AR AL AT 0 3K B A8 B SBR[
HEimprd B R E R -

(Immanuel Kant, 1724-1804)

(WESRERE G T3 M | (reason)it 2

FROVTE R g% — BB R LEHRREFEHEENTEH R FARERLBEZ

3B ¥ £ 7R (David Hume, 1711-1776) 3k T38| & T T HI2H | EMAR
I A(means) ~ MR E BAR(end) ° TH 0y BAR R AIEMATAE S8R R 04 0 MR AEL
BARRRE M ~ REDHEHROTHRA R FERBAR - R 2R TEMR -ME
JE3% A T4y ) (the passions)&y &izE | o

BRI EIRA —4 "M > A RIPE1TEH X B 120894532 (reasonable-ness)
LB AT B8 F B 694 32 Mk (reasonable-ness) o iE AEIE M Y136 4B A TR K] ey iR 4k o

Q)& £ 3k © HIR XA A — RIR AN

Big X5k AR A BOR B N IENE 0 M RE R SR T — BT B 2 38 18 b oY ¥ S (right
or wrong) > & 1% #|Ef(moral judgment) & Bl - T IHEBKRE -

RIERAIE & BAVRIFEERATE T > RAVOAT B R IEEPT ] 8l -

B)hrx—BREGH T T AEEMN  FHRAUEATERBENRETALGTEHIM ; 78
MELERTHRIREAZEGHELT AHIEKA E BGHART > A(ARIF LR 403
FIBDE 2% R AT 8 Mot 23T JE3k A M R R B 42 G b a9 3487 JE 3% (“ought”)
A &4 69 (conditional ) (¢ #5 & "B Z 49 , (hypothetical))

18 R B M IEA T 4% 449 (unconditional) 44> 18 1% 2 A K 6 7 — R IR EIZHE ;
REAREM > L BIERGO R BEFEREERAEL  EREEALEHLLRE
PEey o AAEBIEMAEY 0 RIEMAAO R T REMF S B A BEE G MBEITE - B®
AIEMATE) o




(DRIERA > RTHF BTSN A BE — 1544 % (maxim) > MAE BT 5 s AE A — 4k
K e

Blo o AR RBIA ABkME] 0 B kpesbAe R > BATE T AR GG TR EH BT
E@%%AJkﬂﬁﬁ BT AR GE T RE A BT AR BEAE -

Bie kBB EEF o —EEEEEK R THRFR® | EFXEBEA TR
FR8EeEERRL T BT B R EREHAA > MAERE " REHREBEA > RT
ek B e Feyigk | BEKE -

R EEHMERELAEGREE —EKE AIZAT
BEREBEE EKE AT AFl G RE
RREE TRZEREAA BHEERR -

HERTES > & E'f'i"ffz 4%4% iéﬁ%? chﬁébé’ué%ﬁ%*ﬂa WATE R T R EIE
Eaprey BRI 1B IPE - RIERH &

W ey EEIER R —FE r%?f%

I o o RO JE R E
Wk o BERILNIT A

ae» ae»

T g4t
1 42

(5) % % 4 K (Categorical Imperative)

BiE ”7% » fE 4 TR M (reason) . PR T MAAF B R ARG EERA B2 AT R T L
R (b2 T /B B E TS ) SLWRAIRAE —18 > 2R F R 5 4t
A ORIEIR A TR W XA L F B Ay (equivalent) o 24 AR $EIE AR B 4T E AFTAR BL F
Bl e MTFHRE &SR ET KX

\

(—) " &% 24 | #3k F K (the formulation of the universal law of nature) : #4535 %
A ERATE) > BBBARNEE - REH R ERALKBER A —ELERG(AR)E

4 (“Act only in accordance with that maxim through which you can at the same time

will that it become a universal law.”)

FHREGOREF IR AHABL-T LREE MEF ARG EBRITHRE
s R EEZALE - T*dw TN BB AT 2 B A A W B F 2 P o

(=) " At | ## % X (the humanity formulation) : %4 R &% H AL RFAZ T
BAMAZ PN - EEEXMER/HTE > M ZHZ(Fr A T A AE)
RAHE KRG B A B (We should never act in such a way that we treat Humanity,

whether in ourselves or in others, as a means only but always as an end in itself.)

(=) " B4 | # 1 F K (the autonomy formulation) : LA4e b2 F X R 478 ~ £1FE& &
PREGBE ~ fRAE R B L 8 R4 G 3Lk (Act so that through your maxims you could

be a legislator of universal laws.)

T A EHEMNE AR TX EAREZHHEZR () BITEHHR
Bk FGT IR | W) RETHHRAER AR - A AT B R
BB EBRENIEY BT THEARRAEA T WAL ARY Mk
ey IR BERWAIL -



(m) " B ey EH | 4% ik F KX (the kingdom of ends formulation) : AR 35 i3 4§ 69 4& & F 4T
B SR EXBNIAMNE—RAALBNIRAMATH L HBIE (Actin

accordance with the maxims of a member giving universal laws for a merely possible

kingdom of ends.)

sbig W XBT AL d s LiHERRAAEMM—EERTHEL R T > A
UE RO B TANGIEETE A
OFA"Z2E4K )2 " HBTE  HEFXRRAKERToNESE  WR-BER
TREAR LR R A L i R AE (B A < sbA& B BF ¢ 3% i F J& (contradiction)) » A b8 2 3t R

CREECE LI

HAEERFARATAERS » B H L AR D] — R F RoR AL
BB AR o BARRM T BH—ERREF > (21000 B R A AT R B R KA R Ao
DUAR L&Y o

FEABAR T v B JE A LRI A A e ) F

Hiad HM b A

5% % o) & F(perfect duties) (@44 | flao > R AR RFE | Fldo 0 H B R HIE AR
R ER) (6-1) EEFeKE (6-2)
% % 09 & Fr(imperfect duties) G | fol4w > BB B T RH | 4w R A E B KT
BT $BBE b REes | 9 EFK (6-3) (6-4)
B TEH R EE LEFBREY
(praiseworthy) 47 %))

6-1)F B &y &

E%E%%ﬁ*ﬂﬁ%i BHEZARUGERENYAN S BB LEE—BARD
FaiTE R T AR RE 6éﬁé‘mp RGBT ERABCELE S RY - mIF
BBl o BRABHLIFIR -

“[Tt is] questionable whether this principle of self-love could become a universal

law of nature. One immediately sees a contradiction in a system of nature whose
law would be to destroy life by the feeling whose special office is to impel the
improvement of life. (FRFILEF B2 B RA K T —BF G * stk &ehiER)
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B # 24 i#) In this case it would not exist as nature; hence that maxim cannot obtain
as a law of nature, and thus it wholly contradicts the supreme principle of all duty.”
(“the principle of self-love™ L F %35 "M EH &R )
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“For the universality of a law which says that anyone who believes himself to be in
need could promise what he pleased with the intention of not fulfilling it would
make the promise itself and the end to be accomplished by it impossible; no one
would believe what was promised to him but would only laugh at any such assertion
as vain pretense. (B & Z 4 9 Z B4k L /b2 18 LERIRGZ t AERIA
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# B Core Questions in Philosophy (3" edition, 2001)(p. 450) :

Why should we work hard at “broadening and improving our natural gifts”? Why

not, instead, choose a life of “idleness (] #% % %), indulgence (# 4t %L99), and

propagation (4 74 % £7)”? Each person must choose the former, Kant says, “for, as a

rational being, he necessarily wills that all his faculties should be developed,

inasmuch as they are given to him for all sorts of possible purposes. (& 2 — 18 32 M4
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“Now although it is possible that a universal law of nature according to that maxim

could exist, it is nevertheless impossible to will that such a principle should hold
everywhere as a law of nature. For a will which resolved this would conflict with
itself, since instances can often arise in which he would need the love and sympathy
of others, and in which he would have robbed himself, by such a law of nature
springing from his own will, of all hope of the aid he desires. (¥ 2R 1K 45 sb — 45 &
oy B RERITREAFA R TARE BRI A ARFZRIZREM - BHRYERA
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(K3 X 2 FHRR ¢ 1. Elliott Sober, Core Questions in Philosophy, 3" edition, Chapter 32: Kant’s
Moral Theory, Prentice Hall, Inc., 2001. 2. Robert Johnson, “Kant’s Moral Philosophy,” Stanford
(On-line) Encyclopedia of Philosophy.)
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